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AT THE MEETING of the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association, held on the 4th instant, it was resolved 
—“That in view of the approaching general election, the 
committee is of opinion that it would be inexpedient to 
hold the usual meeting of the Association during the 
ensuing autumn,” It was also resolved to accept with 
thanks an invitation which has been received from the 
Yorkshire Law Society to hold. the general provincial 
meeting in October, 1869, in the city of York. 

It is probable that the approaching meeting of the Soli- 
citors’ Benevolent Association will be held at Brighton. 














‘AMONGST THE QUESTIONS likely to puzzle the revising 
iparristers this year is one arising out of the 27th section 
ofthe Reform Act of 1867 as to joint occupiers in coun- 
ties. Hitherto the general rule as to joint occupiers has 
een, both in counties and boroughs, that if the value of 
the premises, divided by the number of occupiers, would 
give, as the value of the share of each, a sufficient qualifi- 
tion, all mighs be registered. Under the new Act, how- 
ever, a8 regards the new borough franchise conferred 
apon the occupiers of dwelling-houses irrespective of 
value, it is provided by the third section, that this quali- 
fication shall not be acquired by a joint occupation at 
all, The lodger franchise also is only conferred on sole 
tenants; therefore, as regard boroughs, it is clear that all 
joint occupiers can only stand on their old rights, As 
regards the counties, however, the new franchise 
«conferred by thesixth section upon occupiers of premises 
of £12 rateable value, is by the 27th section conferred 
n joint occupiers on the old terms, viz., that the value 
of the whole must be such as togive £12 or upwards, as 
the value of the share of each occupier. There is, how- 
ever, a curious exception to this, viz., “ that not more 
than two persons, being such joint occupiers, shall be en- 
titled to be registered in respect of such premises unless 
they shall have derived the same by descent, succession, 
marriage, marriage settlement, or devise, or unless they 
shall be bond fide engaged as partners carrying on trade 
or business thereon.” We presume that the objectof the 
proviso was to prevent the manufacture of votes, by a 
«constructive joint occupation of farms or other lands, 
which might be more likely to be attempted with a ne- 
~cessary value for each occupier of £12 only, instead of 
£50, which it would have been before. Probably there 
are not many cases where lands are bond jide occupied 
‘by more than two persons unless they are entitled in 
ome one of the ways specified. We have heard, however, 
of one such case, where three gentlemen jointly occupy, 
for the purpose of shooting, land of more than £36 rate- 
sable value. These three gentlemen have all claimed to 
‘vote, and only two of them can be registered. We think 
dt will puzzle the revising barrister to select which two 
out of the three he shall put upon the register. We be- 
lieve it has been suggested that in such a case, unless the 
Persons agree amongst themselves, none can be registered; 
we cannot, however, see how this interpretation can be 
put upon the words used in the Act. It would rather 
#eem that the persons to be on the register would depend 





upon the order in which the names appeared upon the- 
overseer’s list. ‘The barrister would, of course, take the 
names in order, the first two he would hold. to be quali- 
fied, and put them on the register, and then on coming 
to the third name, he would say that there were two 
persons registered already, and that the Act forbade him 
to put another upon the register. There is nothing, we 
believe, to bind the overseers to make out their lists im 
any particular order, so that in one sense it may be said 
that in such a case it would be left. to the overseer to 
put on any two he liked. In practice, however, the 
overseers would probably, if desirous to do their duty 
properly, adopt the alphabetical order, so that upon thie 
the franchise would depend, a result scarcely satisfactory, 
even if it happens only in rare instances. 





THE PROVISIONS OF THE 80th section of the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, although very extensive, 
in respect of the many contingencies guarded against, 
and the many transactions and dealings with money 
deposited under the Act which the promoters of the 
undertaking or the company are to pay for, do not in 
all cases effect the object of holding absolutely harm- 
less the owner or tenant for life of the money so de- 
posited in court. Whenever money deposited under the 
Act is directed by the Court to be invested, it is provided 
that the fullest scale of costs shall be paid by the com- 
pany. According to the practice of the Accountant- 
General the amount of stock purchased does not repre- 
sent the whole of the capital invested, but the whole of 
that capital less the amount charged for brokerage on 
the investment, so that the ultimate owner of the stock 
is a loser by that amount. Again, there may be a sub- 
sequent sale, and another commission to be deducted, 
which loss must also be according tu the practice sus- 
tained by the owner of the stock. 

It may be readily admitted that in the majority of 
cases this loss isso small as scarcely to be worth men- 
tioning, but where the amount deposited is large, the 
loss would be a by no means insignificant one, and it is 
worth while evenin such a matter as this to carry out a 
principle with the utmost strictness. Members of the 
profession have not always provided against this loss to 
their client’s estate, and those even who have attempted 
to do so can scarcely be said to have attained a legiti- 
mate success. Recently with some solicitors it has been 
the practice to charge the amount of the brokerage in 
their bill of costs, and without doubt it can and ought to 
be charged against the company as part of the costs of in- 
vestment. When, however, the bill is paid what is to 
become of the brokerage? The solicitor can have no 
right to retain it, nor can he. in all cases properly 
hand it over to his client. Where there is a tenant for 
life it ought to be invested with the remainder of 
the capital, and the interest paid to the tenant for life. No 
provision is ever made for replacing this sum deducted 
as brokerage, so that in practice it merely gets into the 
hands of atenant for life as income. Our attention has 
been called to this by some members of the profession 
who object to be placed in the invidious position of 
holding a small sum which they cannot properly dispose 
of, a difficulty which they think might be in some 
manner provided against. Besides, there is danger that. 
in the hurry of business a solicitor may receive his bill of 
costa, including the charge for brokerage, and may in the 
merest innocence treat the whole amount as his own pro- 
perty, and apart from the trouble and responsibility of 
having a small sum of brokerage in possession which is 
not one’s own property, nor the property of one’s client, 
and which no existing order enables one to pay into 
court, the profession have a right to demand that they 
shall be freedfrom the dilemma they are placed in by 
being compelled either to charge the brokerage in their 
bill of costs, and so to get it into their own possession, or 
not to charge it at all, to the detriment of the interests of 
a client. 
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If we are rightly informed that the gentlemen who 
superintend the consolidgtion of the general orders of 
the Court of Chancery have recommenced their labours, 
and are preparing another edition consolidating the 
orders up to a recent date, it may be worthy of their con- 
sideration to make some provision whereby the brokerage 
on the investment of sums paid in under the Lands 
Clauses Act shall not be deducted from the principal, 
but be charged to the company in some way which shall 
insure their paying it so as to allow the landowner or 
tenant for life the entire benefit of his purchase or com- 
pensation money without deduction. 

It might be practicable by a general order of 
Court to provide for payment of the brokerage by the 
promoters of an undertaking without more trouble than 
an ordinary payment into court occasions, or provision 
might be made of such a natureas would insure the in- 
vestment of the full amount deposited, the amount for 
brokerage having been previously paid in under the 
order directing the investment. The point, though 
comparatively insignificant, deserves attention. 





IN THE CASE OF Tait v. Marshall, tried before Baron 
Martin, at Guildford, on Tuesday and Wednesday last, 
and which eventually resulted in a non-suit, some in- 
tricate and important points on the law of fraudulent 
misrepresentation wereinvolved. The plaintiff had been 
the holder of shares in the Glamorgan Iron Company, 
upon which he had suffered considerable loss, and he 
sought to recover this loss from the defendant, on 
account of certain alleged fraudulent conduct on his 
part. Two years ago, at Guildford, before Mr. Justice 
Willes, another action, Zie Glamorgan Iron Company v. 
Irving, vide 10 8. J. 1058, was tried, in which the com- 
pany having sued a shareholder for calls, a yerdict was 
found for the defendant upon a plea of fraud. The 
fraudulent statements relied on by the defendant in that 
case were contained in the prospectus of the company, 
and the plaintiff in the present case substantially relied 
on the same statements. His difficulty, however, was to 
connect the defendant with the prospectus. The defen- 
dant was nota director of the company, although he 
was in one sense the original promoter, having as we 
understand the facts procured the company to be started 
for the purpose of selling to them, as he afterwards 
did, a colliery of which he had a lease. Therefore, 
although the prospectus appeared to have been founded 
to a considerable extent upon statements made by the 
defendant, it was clear that he was not directly respon- 
sible for its issue. There was some evidence of his 
having seen the draft of the prospectus, and having 
made some trifling alterations in it; and it was, of 
course, suggested on the part of the plaintiff that the 
defendant was the real person at the bottom of all the 
fraud connected with. the colliery, and who profited 
most by it by the sale of his lease. As we have said, 
the judge nonsuited the plaintiff, holding, in effect, 
that there was no evidence of a representation by the 
defendant to the plaintiff, and that the action could not 
be maintained without it. The question whether there 
was fraud or not was in no way decided, and it is 
impossible, of course, to say whether the jury would 
have taken the same view that the former one had done. 
There cannot be any doubt that there will be a motion 
to set aside the nonsuit, and the judgment of the full 
court upon the point decided by the learned judge will 
be looked for with considerable interest. The question 
is whether any and what degree of privity is required 
in an action for fraud, which was discussed in the cases 
of Langridge v. Levy, Gerhard v. Bates, and Longmeid 
v. Holliday. In our opinion it would in ‘the present 
case have been sufficient to entitle the plaintiff to 
recover if it had been made out that the defendant was 
aware that false statements were about to be issued to 
the public in such a manner that persons might be 


own—for instance, to effect a profitable sale of his pro.. 
perty—he stood by and allowed those false statements tp. 
be so issued. In that case, supposing, of course, that it: 
was also proved that the plaintiff had suffered loss by 
acting on the false statements, we think a sufficient cage- 
would have been made out. 


knowledge of the facts of the case is scarcely sufficient. 
to enable us to offer any confident opinion. 





A “BRIEFLESS BARRISTER” writes to the Times sng-: 
gesting that the jury-serving inhabitants of Middlesex 
might be lightened of a portion of their burden, and a 
few guineas thrown in the way of the briefless bar, if the 
latter were allowed to serve on juries. Here are, he 
says, a body of men constantly in attendance in the 
courts at Westminster, destitute, even to a proverb, of 
employment, men, too, of trained acuteness; what a 
pity that they are not utilized on juries. The idea looks 
plausible enough on the hasty glance of a person not con- 
versant with the matter, but a very little consideration 
will suffice to show that the Mr. Briefless who writes to 
the Times from the widland circuit- with this idea has 
not hit upon a feasible notion. Barristers actually prao- 
tising are at present disqnalified for and exempt from 
serving on juries, and it is obvious that “ brieflessness ” 
has nothing to do with that qualification. Ifa member 
of the bar lays himself out for practice and holds himself 
ready to practise, he comes within the description “ prac- 
tising barrister,” though he may never have earned a 
single guinea. Assuming that there is a section of the 
bar which answers to the name of “ Briefless,” its mem- 
bers would not be likely to avail themselves of the sug-- 
gested innovation. To sitin the jury-box in the sight 
of their companions is not a prospect likely to prove: 
tempting to the junior bar, but this is the slighest of the 
drawbacks. 

The popular idea of a young barrister appears to he- 
derived from the caricatures which are so entertaining 
upon the stage or in novels. He is usually represented 
as a young man devoid of all occupation, other than. 
flaunting about Westminster Hall in a vividly new 
wig, and who occasionally has an understanding with 
editors and theatrical managers. If the young barrister 
is clever and industrious enough to have got a footing 
in the ranks of literature, he will probably find his 
articles pay him better than even special juries would. 
But supposing he does not, as many of our most emi- 
nent lawyershave done, derive his first earnings from some 
such source, it is the merest popular fallacy to 
suppose that time hangs heavy on his hands. Every 
man who succéeds at the bar has, save in very,few and 
exceptional cases, worked hard from the first day on 
which he became a law student. The barrister whose: 
time is not engrossed by practice knows very well that 
when briefs come thick, as he hopes -they one. day 
will, he will find it hard to spare much time for learning... 
Accordingly he finds plenty to do in achieving such an 
acquaintance with all sorts of legal subjects as may here- 
after place him to some considerable extent at home. on 
each of them, at any rate may show him where. the , 
materials lie, Perhaps he further utilises his studies by 
writing or editing a law book ; and it may be that he 
familiarises himself with the practice of the courts, and. 

earns a small stipend as a reporter on the staff of one 
of the sets of reports. There is plenty of work for 
him to do, if he chooses to do it, and itis only on the 
stage that the briefless barrister wanders vaguely about 
the courts until he suddenly finds himself. elevated into 
practice. The bar are not likely to desire service as 
jurymen, with the exception of idle and desultory indi- , 
viduals, whose presence upon a jury would add nothing 
to its efficiency. But even if the industrious members- 
of the junior bar were likely to avail themselves to any 
extent of a permission to serve on juries, it would be 





expected to act upon them, and that for motives of his 


scarcely well for young barristers to sit as jurymed,. 





Whether, however, the. 
evidence amounted to this is a question upon which oir- 
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‘through cases argued by counsel with whom they 

“might ‘have some personal acquaintance, for firms of 

rs' who might be their own clients next day. 

iOn these grounds we think the suggestion of “ A Brief- 

Barrister” entirely worthless, irrespective of the 

.question—how many briefs would disqualify for brief- 
Jess barristerhood ? 





THE BUSINESS of the Home Circuit at Guildford was 

concluded early in the day on Thursday last, the 6th in- 
stant, an earlier date by at least a week than has been 
known for many years past. This result is mainly due 
to the energy of Mr. Baron Martin, the senior judge. 
The days fixed for the assizes at all the places on the 
«circuit after the first were earlier than usual ; the busi- 
ness, though perhaps up to the average in the number 
of cases, was not on the whole heavy, and the firmness 
of the learned judge in refusing all applications for 
the delay or postponement of causes was unshaken 
throughout. . Thus a list of 139 cases has been disposed 
of in less than eight whole working days, and what, in 
rthe general opinion of the bar, will be the last assize 
held at Guildford, has been brought to a termination. 
+Of course at present the recommendations which will 
-be contained in the forthcoming report of the Judicature 
“Commission can only be the subject of conjecture, but 
certainly the rumour of an intended abolition of the 
‘Home Circuit has gained general credence. As the 
assizes are only held at Guildford every alterifate 
summer, it seems likely that if the change is to be 
-carried out, it will be effected before the time for 
another assize at Guildford. 





THE DAILY PAPERS contained yesterday reports of a 
«ease tried on Thursday at Wells before Mr. Justice Mellor. 
Reg. v. Payne was a prosecution for perjury alleged to 
thave been committed upon a summons taken out by 
‘Payne, the defendant, against a gentleman who now ap- 
(peared asthe prosecutor. The summons, it appears, was 
dismissed, and Payne committed for perjury. After the 
ase before Mr. Justice Mellor had proceeded to some 
dength (we quote from the Zimes),—‘ Mr. Trevor, the 
-@lerk of the county magistrates for the division of Bridg- 
‘water, was called to produce the information and deposi- 
ttions of Payne, which contained the alleged perjury, 
‘when it appeared from the evidence of Mr. Trevor that 
‘the deposition of Payne had never been read over to him 
by the magistrates or their clerk before he signed it.” 
‘There was, therefore, of course, an end of the matter; 
ithe judge ruled that the deposition could not be 
ireceived in evidence, and on this technical ground 
‘the prisoner was acquitted. It is bad enough to have 
‘magistrates’ law administered by gentlemen who are 
-constrained by their own ignorance of law to be guided 
entirely by their clerks ; but if the clerks are liable to 
prove no better than the magistrates ? Here, if this re- 
port be accurate, we have a prisoner committed for per- 
jury, and it turns out that the deposition in which the 
offence was alleged to have been committed was never 
tread over to him before he signed it. We can hardly 
“conceive anything which shows more plainly the dan- 
‘Serous quality of “ justices’ justice.” 








INFANT TRANSFEREES. 


Cupper’s case, before the Lords Justices, reported 16 
'W. R. 1002, L. R. 3 Ch. 458, is another of the cases, un- 


fortunately so common of late, where the owner of shares: 


who has gone through the form of transferring them 
for valuable consideration to another party finds, when 
lit is too late, that owing to some disability of the trans- 
feree the transfer has not taken effect, and that he is 
Placed on the list of contributories as if no consideration 

passed or transfer executed. Nor is his situation 
fendered more agreeable by his being told that the 
disaster is due to his own laches in not making inquiry 


into the sufficiency of the transferee before the com- 
mencement of the winding-up. These cases have 
occurred where the transferee is, unknown to the trans- 
feror, the nominee of a third party who has selected 
him on the ground of his insufficiency,.and, for no other 
reason. And we need not say that the remedy by way 
of indemnity which the owner of the shares may haye 
against the person who is behind the scenes, and has 
selected a nominee to accept the transfer, is by no means 
so satisfactory, either in. appearance or in effect, as the 
removal of the owner’s name from the list of contribu- 
tories. 

In Capper’s case the facts were these. A Mr. 
Simanides purchased shares in a company, and for rea- 
sons best known to himself gave, not his own name, but 
the name of aclerk of his, aspurchaser. The clerk was 
a boy at the time, but neither the company nor Mr. 
Capper knew it. Mr. Capper was the owner of the 
slrares so purchased, and he executed a transfer of them 
to the clerk. It turned out that the clerk was under 
age, and the company’s solicitor informed Mr, Capper of 
the fact; but he, finding that the clerk and not himself 
was on the register, and probably relying on the truth of 
the maxim guieta non movere, which it is ruinous to 
follow in these cases, did nething until eighteen months 
afterwards, when the winding-up had commenced, and 
his name was placed on the list of contributories in 
respect of the shares in question, and there the Lords 
Justices, following the decision of the Master of the 
Rolls, held that it must remain. 

The case was decided mainly on the authority of 
Mann’s case, before Lord Justice Rolt, 15 W. R.1124, and 
L. R. 3 Ch. 459 note, the decision being partly grounded 
on the delay which Mr. Capper had shown in making 
his application. It might be said that the company were 
in equal default in suffering the shares to remain for the 
same period in the name of an irresponsible person. 
But the Court seems to have considered that by inform- 
ing Capper of the fact of the clerk’s infancy, they had 
done their duty. They had in fact given Capper fair 
notice that they held him liable as owner of the shares, 
and after that, it was his business either to show cause 
why he should not be held liable, or take some steps to pat 
business in a position of safety. This he did not’ do, 
relying probably on the fact of the clerk’s name being 
substituted for his own upon the register, and possibly 
fancying that something or other might turn up, 
which would not make his position so bad, if he were 
obliged to remain a shareholder. And when the winding- 
up order was made, it was too late for him to move in the 
matter. 

The other ground of the decision, in which the Lords 
Justices followed Alann’s case, was, that the transfer to 
the infant was a nullity, and consequently that Capper 
was still a shareholder, unaffected by what had taken 
place, as the clerical act of erasing his name, and in- 
serting that of the clerk, on the register, operated no- 
thing. The assertion, however, that a transfer to an 
infant is null, must be somewhat guarded, An infant 
may purchase shares, and the transfer to him is voidable 
on his coming of age, and for some time afterwards. 
Hart’s case, 16 W. R. 1033, where an infant contribu- 
tory attained twenty-one, and was struck off the list 
eighteen months aftcr on her own application; but she got 
costs. On coming of age he may elect to retain 
them, or not, and at any time before coming of age he 
may repudiate the ownership of them, as the clerk 
appears to have done in the case before us. And the 
Court will in thecase of an infant shareholder, it seems, 
direct an inquiry whether it will be for the infant’s 
benefit to retain the shares, But in this case we ob- 
serve that the clerk paid nothing for the shares ; he does 
not appear to have executed the transfer (we presume 
that the articles of association of the company did not 
require deeds of transfer to be executed by the trans- 
feree as a condition of validity), and he seems to have 





known nothing whatever about the transaction until 
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azome time afterwards. Surely such a transaction could 
mot butbenull? In Mann’s case the infant did execute 
the transfer ; but the transfer was held to be a nullity on 
the ground that the duty was cast on the transferor, 
and with it the responsibility of ‘ascertaining that the 
transferee was a sufficient person. We think it not un- 
reasonable that this should be so. A company has a 
right, in our humble opinion, to say to a retiring share- 
hoider, “‘ you shall not escape the liability on the shares 
you now hold by registering a transfer of them except 
t.a* proper person ; it is your business to provide a pro- 
per person, and ours to approve him.” Even if the 
company neglect their duty, the retiring shareholder is 
not thereby released from performing his, 

‘While we say this, however, it must not be forgotten 
that an absolute bond fide transfer out and out to a man 
of straw has been held good: De Pass’s case,7 W. R. 
682, 4 D. & J. 544. And a similar view was taken by the 
Court of Appeal in Ze parte Jessopp,6 W.R.716. We 
do not deny that these cases impeach what we have 
just now asserted. Upon the authority of them it is 
competent for a shareholder who sees that the company 
is on the verge of ruin to transfer his shares to an in- 
digent person for a nominal consideration, and the 
validity of the transfer will be upheld by the Court. 
And in *Parker’s case, 15 W. R: 1217, the latest case of 
this class, where the transfer had been executed by both 
parties, but the transferee’s name not substituted on the 
xegister,-the Court, on an application by the transferee, 
who was a person of no means, under section 35 of the 
Companies Act, 1862, to have his name entered on 
the register in place of the transferor, in the some- 
what peculiar circumstances of the case, held that it 
‘was not just and equitable to compel the directors to 
accept the man of straw in lieu of the mau of substance, 
— suggested that the transferee might file a bill if he 

The present case reminds us of Litchfield’s case, 3 De 
G.& 8.141, This was a singular case. There were pre- 
visions in the deed of settlement for the event of infants 
4eing shareholders, And more than this, an infant did 
decome a quasi shareholder, shares being transferred into 
his name by his father, for a nominal consideration, as 
we assume. Thé transfer was executed by a father and 
#on. The dividends which were declared on the son’s 
shares were received by the father. When the son came 
of age, the company then having been dissolved, he 
repudiated the shares, Sir J. Knight Bruce, V.C., held 
that the father must be placed on the list on the ground 
that the transfer to the son was voidable and repudiated 
by the son on his coming of age. We may also refer to 
Henessey’s case, 3 De G. & S. 191, as illustrating the last- 
mentioned case. 

Lord Komilly followed Litch/field’s case, in deciding 
dieid’s case, 24 Beay. 318, 5 W. R. 854. There a father 
transferred shares in a company for a nominal considera- 
tiow to his son, then aged fifteen. The son was there- 
upon elected a director of the company! But when the 
winding-up came, the father, and not the youthful 
director, was placed on the list. The company had 
= of the son being under age when they accepted 

im. 

tivaveley’s case,1 De G. & 8. 550, differs from those 
we have mentioned, inasmuch as in that case there was 
a distinct assurance by the transferor that the transferee 
was of full age, which was fraudulent and untrue. 
Shares in a company were purchased for an infant with 
money found by his grandmother, the vendor certifying, 
as required by the rules of the company, that the trans- 
feree was of age. On discovery of this mis-statement by 
the company the infant’s father covenanted with the 
public officers of the concern, that his son should perform 
the agreements in the deed of settlement, and also that 
he would indemnify the company against any breach of 
them by his son. The father was placed on the list of 
contributories formed under the Winding-up Act, 1848, 
by Sir J, Knight Bruce, V.C., whose decision was affirmed 





ee 
on appeal. The decision in this case depended on the 
covenant, whereby the father had substantially set him. 
self in his son’s place during his infancy, and is not, 
therefore, an authority upon all fours with the former 
cases. But for the covenant he would have incurred 


: 
liability, as in Mazwell’s case, 24 Beav. 321, 6 W. RB, Ch, 


Dig. 118, where a father applied for and paid the de. 
posit of £20 on certain shares in the name of his infant 
son; but was not allowed to execute the deed of settle 
ment on his son’s behalf. As he did no more than. 
the deposit Lord Romilly, M.R., thought that he did not 
become a shareholder merely by paying the deposit, and 
that he might go free with the loss of his £20. 

All these cases seem to us to lead to the conclusion that, 
as it is the interest, so it is the duty, of an owner of 
shares, when he sells them, to see that he is handing them 
over to a responsible person who can effectually be placed 
on the register, and that if the transferee do not satisfy 
that condition the transferor will not be protected by the: 
fact that the company accepted the transferee without. 
comment or objection. And we further conclude that, 
where the transferee proves to be an infant, if the wind- 
ing-up takes place before his attainment of majority, the: 
Court will take off the infant and substitute the original 
owner. If the infant have attained his full age at the 
time it is with him to accept or repudiate the ownership 
of tlie shares, and in the event of his repudiating them, 
the original shareholder’s name will be substituted for 
his, and some delay on the infant’s part after coming of 
ag’e to repudiate the shares will not be fatal to his appli- 
cation, although it may affect. his right to costs. 


e 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 

Tue SraruroRY CONTROL OF THE CoURT OF DIVORCE. 
OVER SETTLED PROPERTY UPON THE DISSOLUTION 
OF A MARRIAGE, 

Corrance v. Corrance and Lowe, Div.,16 W. BR. 893. 
The Court for Divorce and Matrimonial Causes is em- 
powered by the Act which constitutes it (20 & 21 Vict. 

c. $5, 8. 45) in any case of divorce for the adultery of the: 


_wife, to order such settlement as it shall think reasonable 


to be made of the wife’s property for the benefit of the 
innocent parties and children of the marriage, or either 
orany of them. By the Divorce Amendment Act (22 & 
28 Vict. c. 61,8. 5) the Court is empowered, after a fina 
decree of dissolution of marriage, to inquire into the exist- 
tence of ante-nuptial or post-nuptial settlements made on 
the parties whose marriage is dissolved, and to make such. 
orders with reference to the application of the property 
settled either for the benefit of the children of the mar- 
riage or of their parents as to the Court shall seem fit. 
The petitioner having obtained a dissolution of his mar- 
riage applied to the Court under the last-mentioned Act- 
for a revision of his marriage settlement. The power! 
of revising marriage settlements, even where the marriage 
is dissolved, did not, previous to the passing of the fore~ 
going Acts, reside in any court, and isa power which 
ought to be exercised with great caution. We think it 
fair to presume that it was the intention of the Legisla 
ture in passing this Act to confer the power on 
the Court of revising settlements in all cases of 
divorce, no matter whether the parties had children or: 
not, though it might certainly be argued, from the 
wording of the Act, that the Legislature looked to the 
welfare of the children only. Looking upon the 
other power vested in them as one to be exercised with 
great caution, and treating the Act as one to be com 
strued strictly, the judges of the full court held, im 
Thomas v. Thomas, 8 W. R. 476, $04, that they had 10° 
jurisdiction to deal with settlements in cases where 20 
child of the marriage has been born, holding such a case 
not to be within the equity of the Act. And in Bird ¥- 
Bird, 14 W, R. 1023, L, R. 1 P. & M, 231, they took the 
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game view where there was no living child of the mar- 
This was a case similar to the present, inasmuch 

as the petitioners stated that there was one child of the 
marriage only, but that such child had died prior to the 
decree. To apply the word “parents” to parties who 
have had no children would exceed the limits of judicial 
interpretation ; but to hold that status of parent is lost 
the death of the child, so as to deprive the party of 
the right to open the settlement which he or she would 
otherwise have had, does we confess, seem a somewhat 
restrictive interpretation of the Act. Baron Pigott, who 


differed from the majority of the Court, was of this 
opinion, and held that the status of “parent,” once ac- 

for the purposes of the Act, was not lost on the 
death of the child, just as the right of a tenant by the 


curtesy arises. on the birth of a child, ‘and is not 
lost by its death. The view of the majority of 
the Court, as expressed by the Judge-Ordinary, was 
this, that “ parent ” and “child” are correlative terms, 
and if there is no child there is no parent within 
the meaning of the Act. Speculations as to what the 
intention of the Legislature may have been in granting 
their power of opening settlements are better avoided; 
it may well be that there isa slip in the Act, and that 
the intention was to enable the innocent party, husband 
or wife, to open the settlement for his or her benefit 
where no child of the marriage exists. If so, we hope 
to see the slip amended. On the other hand, the duty 
of the Court is to interpret the statutes as they are, and 
it is just conceivable, as the Judge-Ordinary pointed out, 
that the Legislature may have intended to concede a 
power of opening the settlement to those who have a 
child living which it has thought fit to deny to those 
who have no child living or never had a child. 

The principles upon which the Court will allot the 
settled property upon opening a settlement, where the 
property is applied for the benefit of the innocent parent 
and of the children, will be found discussed in March v. 
Harch and Palumbo, 15 W. R. 799, L. R. 1 P. M. 440. 


COMMON LAW. 
ALTERATION OF BILL OF EXCHANGE—BLANK ACc- 
CEPTANCE. 
Hanbury v. Lovett, Ex., 16 W. R. 795. 

Pigot’s case (11 Rep. 26b.) decided long ago that any 
material alteration in a deed avoids the instrument as 
against those who are not parties to the alteration, and 
therefore affords a good defence to an action upon the 
instrament, and it would seem that it makes no difference 
that the rights of the parties actually in dispute are not 
affected by the alteration. This principle, first estab- 
lished in regard to deeds, has since been applied to other 
instruments, aster v. Miller (2 Smith’s Lead. Cas. 4th 
ed. 686) first clearly decided that this rule was applicable 
to negotiable instruments. The facts there were that 
there was an alteration in the date of a bill after accep- 
tance, whereby the payment would have been accelerated; 
and it was held that no action could be brought upon the 
eens, even in the hands of a bond fide holder for 

ue, 

In Hanbury v. Lovett this question arose in a some- 
what peculiar manner. The defendant gave the plaintiff 
a blank acceptance, and authorised him to fill it up with 
a bill at three months for an agreed amount. 
The plaintiff did so, but added to the acceptance the 
words “ payable at 145, Euston-road.” In an action 
by the plaintiff upon the bill against the defendant 
it was held that the plaintiff could not recover. Bram- 
well, B., says: “The short way to dispose of the case is to 
say that there was no authority to fill up this bill except 
with a general acceptance. What is the difference be- 
‘ween a bill drawn as this bill was and a bill drawn and 
accepted in the ordinary way, and then altered s0 as to 
make it payable at a particular place ?” 

It does not appear that any authority was cited in the 
argument or in the judgments, but there isa case (Parry 
V. Nicholson, 18 M, & W. 778) which is very much in 








point. There the defendant authorised an agent to put 
his name to a general blank acceptance; the payee on 
filling up the bill added a place of payment; and it was 
held that the defendant was not liable upon the bill. 
Although the case was not apparently cited, it entirely 
agrees with the jadgments given in Hanbury v. Lovett. 


Murua CrREDITS—BANKRUPTCY. 
Naorgji v. The Chartered Bank of India, Australia, 
and China, C.P.,16 W. RB. 791. 

Section 171 of the Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 
1849 (12 & 13 Vict. c. 106), enacts that where there has 
been “mutual credit or mutual debts ” between a bank- 
rupt and another person, “one debi or demand may be se& 
against another and what shall appear due om 
either side on the balance of such account, and more 
shall be claimed or paid on either side, and every debt 
or demand proveable against the estate of the bankrupt,” 
may also be set off if the credit was given without any 
notice of an act of bankruptcy. Rose v. Hart (8 Taunt. 
499, and 2 Smith’s Lead: Cas., 4th ed. 232) decided upon 
5 Geo. 2, c. 30, s. 28, is the leading case upon this section 
(which fellows the provisions of the older Acts), and is 
generally referred to when there is a doubt whethera 
particular claim against a bankrupt can be set off against 
an action by his assignees for a debt due to the bankrupt. 

In Naoroji v. The Chartered Bank of India, §c., the 
plaintiffs gave the defendants certain bills to collect in 
India, and this was an action by the plaintiffs, who had 
executed and duly registered an inspectorship deed to re- 
cover the proceeds of such bills. The defendants set up 
against this demand a claim of their own on certain 
other bills which they sold, and which had been accepted 
by the plaintiffs. It was argued for the plaintiffs that 
this was not a case that came within the clause of 
mutual credits, and that, therefore, the plaintiffs were 
liable to pay the money claimed, and to prove against 
the estate for their demand. The plaintiffs’ contention 
was that the authority given by them to the defendants 
to collect the bills might have been revoked at any 
moment, and that the defendants’ employment was 
therefore one which might or might not result in a debt, 
according to the will of the plaintiffs, and that therefore 
it did not come within the case of Rose v. Hart. The 
plaintiffs also relied on Young v. Zhe Bank of Bengal (1 
Moo. P. C. 150), where securities had been given to the 
defendants with power to sell on default of payment of 
the debt, and where it was held there was no mutual 
credit, , 

The Court decided that the case did not come within 
Young v. The Bank of Bengal, and they distinguished 
that from the present case, on the ground that there it 
was not contemplated that adebt should arise in the or- 
dinary course, but, on the contrary, the original debt 
ought to have been paid, and then the securities would. 
not have been sold, and there would have been no debt 
due from the defendants, 

In the present case the direct object of the transaction 
was that the defendants should collect the bills, or, in 
other words, that they should become debtors of the 
plaintiffs, and as their authority to collect the bills had 
not been revoked, the Court were of opinion that the 
case came within the mutual credit clause. 
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COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Sratement or THE Numper or Cavsss, Petitions, &c., 
disposed of in Court in the week ending Thursday, 
August 6, 1868, 
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COUNTY COURTS. 
LAMBETH. 
(Before J. Prrr Taytor, Esq., Judge.) 
Aug. 4.—Jackson v. Smith. 


The power of the Court of Queen’s Bench to send actions of 


contract in which the amount claimed exceeds £50 to a county 

court for trial. 

This was a cause originally entered in the Queen’s Bench. 
‘It was an action for breach of promise of marriage, the 
damages being laid at £1,000. The witnesses had all been 
examined, and plaintiff's attorney had replied on the whole 
case, when 
- Mr. Prrr Taytor said, on looking at the County Courts 
Act of last year, he could not find that either the Court of 
Queen’s Bench had power to send such a cause as this for 
trial in a county court, or that when sent a county court had 
jurisdiction to try it. The 10th clause provided that a judge 
of a superior court might on the application of a defendant in 
any action for “ malicious prosecution, illegal arrest, illegal 
distress, assault, false imprisonment, libel, slander, seduction, or 
or other action of tort” send such action to a county court 
for trial. This was an action of contract, and clearly did 
not come within the purview of the clause. By the 7th 
clause, which related to actions of contract, it was provided 
that to enable a judge of the superior courts to send a cause 
to a county court the sum endorsed on the writ must not 
exceed £50, or must be reduced to that amount “by pay- 
ment admitted, set off, or otherwise.” This was a claim for 
£1,000, and, therefore, could not come under that clause. 

Kemp, for the defendant, said his attention had not been 

called to the point, but he was quite willing to abide by his 
Honour’s decision. 
‘ Mr. Ody, for the plaintiff, said the other side objected to the 
cause being tried in the superior court unless his client gave 
security for costs. Not being able to do that, she had been 
driven into this court. The cause would be tried here 
by consent, and the proceedings of the other side really 
amounted to aconsent. He would pledge himself to take 
no further proceedings whatever the result might be. 

Kemp said he was willing with the other side to sign a 
consent for the purpose of placing the jurisdiction of the 
court beyond question. 

Mr. Prrr Taytor said he thought he might take the 
‘word of the respective advocates on the subject. He had no 
desire to be harassed by a mandamus. 

The cause then proceeded, and resulted in a verdict for 
the plaintiff, damages one ing. ; 








APPOINTMENTS. 


’ Mr. Joszeru Stone Wiixtams, of the Jamaica ‘bar, has 
been appointed Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the 
Island of St. Helena. Mr. Williams was called to the bar 
at the Middle Temple in January, 1850, but for several years 
past he has been connected ‘with the bar in Jamaica, and 
came under public notice during the recent trials connected 
with the negro rebellion in that island, . for the active part 
he took in defence of the government officials charged with 
exceeding their powers. The Chief Justiceship of St. Helena 
is worth £700 a year. The late Chief Justice was Mr. W. 
R. Phelps, a son of the London actor of that name, who died 
in November last year. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Sir,—In connection with the complaints which have 
recently been made of the defects of the office copies 
emanating from the Probate Court, allow me to direct atten- 
tion to a defect of a different, and certainly less serious, 
kind, which is constantly to be found in the office copies 
that issue from the Recordand Writ Clerk Office of the Court 
of Chancery. I allude to the hn groning A bad writing. It 
is assuredly a less dangerous fault than inaccuracy; but no 
one who fe witnessed the labour of deciphering them, 
evinced even by the solicitors by whom they were drawn, 
will, I think, consider the defect too trividl to be mentioned 
in your columns. 

Remembering how badly most office copies are written, 
I was rather amused the other day by the commissioner at 
the affidavit room attached to the office mentioned almost 


———== 
in the deponent’s handwriting (but plainly written) ag hy 
was obliged to admit, because, forsooth, it was’ nob. ep. 


Surely a writer of a good round legible hand might 
employed to make the office copies, or, what would be 
still, the solicitor who files the adffidavit might prepare } 
and be paid for it instead of the record and writ cler} 
Really I can see no reason why they should not be. The 
copy could be left with the original when deposited to t 
filed ; kept a day by the office, and then returned sealed t) 
denote that it had been officially examined. This i 
might be adopted by all the Courts—the Court of 
amongst the rest—and nothing, I am persuaded, bat 
satisfaction would follow. .It would cost the suitor np 
more : the office copies would be better written, and a 
reliable as before, in some courts, perhaps, more so. 





ConsotipATInG Mor tGacEes. 

Sm,—I venture to submit that J. M.’s statement of the 
case in Beevor v. Luck is incorrect, and. consequently the 
hardship of his imagi case has no foundation. 

Vice-Chancellor Wood did not decide that the first mort. 
gagee could have consolidated a mortgage made by the mort 
gagor after the sale of the equity of redemption, but merely 
that an old mortgage, got in after the sale of the equity of 
redemption, might be consolidated. 

I apprehend that if the mortgagee had been asked whether 
he had any claim on the property except his one known 
mortgage, and had answered in the negative, he would not 
have been allowed to tack any other mortgage to it. 


XM. 
[In Zassell v, Smith,2De G. & J. 713, 6 W. R. 803, the 
first mortgage was in 1832, the equity of redemption was 
dealt with in 1841, and the second security, comprising other 
property, was given in 1856.—Eb. 8. J.] 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
July 31.— Poor Law Assessment..— Mr. Alderman 
Lawrence asked the Secretary to the Poor-Law Boar 
whether he would take into his consideration the ad- 
visability of introducing a measure, in the next Ses- 
sion of Parliament, to compel the single parishes in the 
metropolis to re-assess, in the same manner as the parishes 
in Union have been compelled to re-assess under the Uniou 
Assessment Act, in order that the contributions to the 
common fund might be levied throughout the metropolis on 
a fair and equal basis. 
Sir M. Beach said it had been his intention to introduce a 
measure for the uniform valuation of the mstropolis’; but the 
same reasons that had prevented the progress of important 
measures which the Government desired to see passed had 
interfered to prevent him from doing so. He hoped to 
introduce such a measure next Session. 
The Cireuits—Lord Milton asked the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department if it was true that the Govern- 
ment did not intend to take into consideration the necessity 
of holding assizes at some convenient place within the 
South-Western division of Yorkshire. 
Mr. Hardy said—A commission was now taking into con- 
sideration re 4 circumstances connected with the dis- 
charge of judicial business, and, pending the inqui 
dias canapletion, he did not think if would be plone 
establish any new assize town. 
Taxation of Mortgages.— Mr. Alderman Salomons asked 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, with to 
benefit societies, the sum at which mort will be tax- 
able under the Inland Revenue Act would be £200 or £500. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer said that the effect of 
the Inland Revenue Act would take away the exemptions 
from taxation of loans by benefit societies to but 
the exemption would be continued in favour of advances 
under £500 made by those societies to their own members. 








IRELAND. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 
Crown Debt. 
Aug 1.—ZIn re William Young. 
This was an application on the part of the Commissioners 





refusing to accept an affidavit of half a dozen lines wholly 


of Inland Revenue, that a sum alleged to be due to them 
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ghould be paid out of the estate of the bankrapt. ‘The 

‘pankrupt was executor of William Young, who died in 1862, 
he e liable for this sum to the Inland Revenue in 

that capacity. The case stood over for judgment. 

Judge Miller, in delivering judgment, said that the Crown 
had no préference to the claims of the general creditors. As 
the Crown could proceed in the usual form, either in 
daolrupicy or against the person, their rights were un- 
touched. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, Aug. 7, 1868. 
[From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 
: GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
‘per Cent. Consols, 94 Annuities, April, 85 
Ditto for Account, Sept. 8, 94 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 94 Ex Bills, £1000, per Ct. 14 pm 
‘New 3 per Cent., 94 Ditto, £500, Do 14 pm 
Fr nah mr Jan, 794 Nitto, £100 & £200, 17 pm 
Do. 





per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock, 4 per 
. 5 per Cent., Jan, ’72 Ct. (last half-year) 
‘Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Accounts, 
4 INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.'74, 215 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 105 


Ditto for Account Ditto, 5$ per Cent., May,’79 110 
Ditto 5per Cent., July, ’80 115 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account April, 64 — 


Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. ’88104Z | Do. Do..5 per Cent., Aug. °73 1054 
Ditto, ditto, Vertificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000 25 p m 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4per Cent. 913| Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 25 pm 








RAILWAY STOCK. 





’ Shres. Railways. |Paid, |Closing Price. 




















Stock | Bristol and Exeter .....s.cscssssscsssssesseess| 100 84 
Stock | Caledomian.........c.cecccrssrseseesscsveesesees | 100 Wi 
Stock } Glasgow and South-Western ...,..0....0+6.| 100 964 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ............ | 100 39 
Stock! Do., Kast Anglian Stock, No. 2 ........ .| 100 83 
Stock | Great Northern | 100 107 
Stock| Do., A Stock* 100 1033 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland; 100 97 
‘Stock | Great Western— Original ...... ++} 100 50 
Stock} Do., West Midland—Oxford 100 31 
Stock} Do.,do.—Newport ........... 100 30 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire .. «| 100 1303 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South “oast......| 100 533 


. Stock | Lo. don, Chatham, and DOOR. sscseseercsvee| 100 204 


























Stock | London and North-Western...... se 1163 
Stock | London. and South-Western ....scscee 924 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln......... 100 43 
‘Stock | Metropolit 100 117 
Stock | Midland 100 107 
stock} Do., Birmingham and Derby .........0- 100 76 
Stock | North British 100 363 
Stock | North London 100 119 

10 | Do., 1866 lig 
, Stock | North Staffordshi 100 584 
Stock | south Devon 100 45 
Stock | South-Eastern 100 174 
Stock | Tait Vale. 100 144 




















* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 





MoneEY MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

- The market having been rather over-supplied for sales, the 
funds, though subject to oscillation, have ‘been rather dull 
Railway Stocks are now aimlaring a firmness to which, u 
to the last few weeks, they long been strangers (thoug 
just at the last they have Yas poge! a slight decline), while 
ree Recusitien, which to maintain their firmness when 
all other investments were dull, have succumbed. The bullion 
in the bank has been considerably reduced this week, owing 
probably to transactions in the new French loan, which it has 

thought may, temporarily at any rate, exercise some dis- 
turbing influence over the English markets. 

_The Directors of Lloyd’s Banking Company recommend a 
dividend at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum. 

—_ aetetie ate aan uth Western Bank re- 
mmend a dividend ve shillings per share. 

The Directors of the London and Doumy Bank, at their 
half-yearly meeting, held on Thursday, declared the usual di- 
vidend of 6 per cent., and a bonus of two per cent., for the 
miyeer, free of income tax, equal to 16 per cent. per 

um, 





Tue Revisinc BARRISTERS ON THE Home Circvir.—Baron 
Martin, the senior judge on the Home Circuit, has appointed 
the full number of fifteen revising barristers for the Home 
Circuit district. The following is the list:—For Hertfordshire, 


Mr. ‘Samuel €.C. Fish ; for Essex, N.W., Mr. D. R. Blaine ; 
for Essex, South, Mr. A. M. Channell ; for Kent, East, Mr. J. 
D.. Chambers ; for Kent, Mid., Mr. Charles Wotherspoon ; for 
Kent, West, with Maidstone, Mr. W. M. Best ; for Greenwich 
and Gravesend boroughs, Mr. Hugh Cowie; for Sussex, East, 
Mr. George Francis; for Sussex, West, Mr. Charles Hance; 
for Brighton borough, Mr. D. G. Macleod ;* for Surrey, East, 
Mr. John Hurrell ; for Surrey, West, Mr. P. H. Le Breton; 
and for Surrey, Mid., with Guildford, Mr. Joseph. Phillips. 
These gentlemen are members of the Home Circuit, with the 
exception of Mr. J. D. Chambers, who practised at the Chancery 
bar, and was originally appointed by the late Lord Abinger . 
Mr. John Deedes resigned his claim tor reappointment, and the 
vacancy thus created, with the additional number of barristers 
to be appointed under the new Act, gave Baron Martin the 
—— of seven néw appointments, viz., Messrs. Williams, 
hannell, Wotherspoon, Cowie, Francis, Macleod, and Phillips, 
who have been mainly selected from the younger members of 
the junior bar. One gentleman only attained. the requisite 
qualification of three years’ standing at the bar one month 
rior to the commencement of the present cireuit.—Daily Paper. 
*These names are a mistake, the gentlemen appointed are 
essrs. J. A. Macleod and R. V. Williams. This mistake as 
to initials has led our contemporary into the error of supposing 
that one of the new revising barristers only attained the proper 
standing one month before the circuit.—Ep. §. J.} 

Equity In THE County Courts.—‘ A Solicitor” writes to 
the Times as follows:—On the hearing of asuit a few days since, 
before Vice-Chancellor Sir G. M. Giffard, it was stated by one 
of the counsel engaged, and confirmed ty the Vice-Chancellor, 
that suits contemplated by the 28th and 29th of Victoria, cap. 
99, to be tried in the county courts, could be disposed of by 
the Court of Chancery at bis expense than in the county 
court. I believe that another Vice-Chancellor has expressed a 
similar opinion, and I do not trouble you with this letter with 
the view of contradicting such statements ; but, on the cen’ s 
having had occasion to file a few plaints in equity in the 
eounty courts, perhaps the following facts, showing the costs 
in two suits, may not be uninteresting to some of your readers. 
In the month of May, 1866, I was instructed to file a plaint 
for foreclosure in the county court by a client who held a 
mortgage of £80 of freehold houses. My client had been in 
— of the mortgaged premises for some years, and had 

id out money for necessary repairs, and had permanently 
improved the property. The usual decree for an account was 
made by the Court, and four sittings were held before the re- 
gistrar, who ultimately certified that the plaintiff was entitled 
to £216 13s. 9d. for principal and interest, and the costs 
were taxed at £85 12s. 3d. In another suit for foreclosure 
(which was unnopposed by the defendant) three sittings only 
were held—namely, the first before the Court when the usual 
decree was made, the second before the registrar to take the ac- 
counts, and the third before the Court for final decree: the 
costs amounted to £34 19s. In point of economy there is little 
to choose between the Court of Chancery and the county 
court, and before the object of the Legislature in passing the 
Act referred to can be attained, the county court fees must be 
reduced, and a more liberal remuneration allowed to solicitors. 

Last week, at the Lambeth County Court, in a case of Phillips 
and wer? ¥, ehepia. the yenae. who i ne for drain- 
age works, sued for 5s. 10d. as damage done by breaking two 
drain pipes. When the case was called, a little girl, who said she 
was nearly fourteen years of age, answered, and said she was the 
defendant. The judge said, the defendant being an infant, the 
cause would not proceed until a guardian was appointed.  Look- 
ing at rule 116 he asked the defendant if she could name a guar- 
dian, a question which of course the child did not understand. 
He then asked if there was any one in court willing to be = 4 
pointed guardian. There was no response but a derisive laugh, 
which became louder when the judge, joining in the laugh, added 
that whoever he appointed guardian would incur no responsi- 
bility and get no pay. There was no reply to this tempt- 
ing offer of a sinecure office. ‘If no one volunteers,” said the 
ju “T must appoint you, Mr. Registrar.” The registrar, 
turning to the rule, said, surely it would not be that he would be 
liable for costs if the defendant failed. ‘‘ Oh, dear no,” said the 
judge, “you will have no duties, no responsibilities, and I am 
sorry to say no emoluments; look at the last part of the rule, 
“the judge shall appoint the registrar of the court to be guar- 
dian, ie cause shall p thereupon as if another person 
had been appointed ian, and the name of the guardian 

appointed shall be entered in the form in the schedule, and no 
responsibility shall attach to the person so appointed at the in- 
stance of the Court.”” An appointment of the registrar as guar- 
dian was then made out and duly signed by ,the judge, his 
Honour remarking that the —— as stupid a one as 
could well be imagined. The 

a] that defendant was out with three nurse 

when she went to look down a sewer cutting by a 
— on two sewer pipes. In leaning over the pole she 

it the pipes over, breaking the latter and nearly falling 





Mr. Chas. Clark, and Mr. Henry Williams ;* for Essex, N.E., 


into the cutting. The judge said if she had fallen in, there 
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might have been a good action against the contractors for 
negligently fencing their works. The judgment was for the 
defendant. Rule 116 is a verbatim reproduction of rule 89, as 
it = in the “ Rules and Orders,” which came into force 
in 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
July 28.—By Messrs. Desennam, Tewson, & Farmer, 

Freehold estate, known as Tipple Hill Farm, Caddington, Herts, com- 
prising upwards of 120 acres of arable and pasture land, with farm- 
house, buildings, and cottages, &c—Sold for £6,000. 

Leasehold residence, known as Newport House, Quadrant-road, High- 
bury, annual value £140; term, 81 years unexpired, at £17 17s. per 
annum—Sold for £1,300, 

Freehold, 13 cottages, Nos. 1 to 13, Mead-lane, West-street, Farnham, 
memeng £93 13s. per annum, also a plot of land in rear—Sold for 


By Messrs. Forter & Marr. 

Freehold estate at Mayfield, Sussex, known as Little Trodgert, compris- 
ing a farm-house and buildings, and 119a 3r 26p of pasture, arable, 
hop, and wood land—Soid for £3,970. 

July 29.—By Messrs. Norton, Taist, WaTNEY, & Co. 

Freehold estate, known as Bishops Down Grove, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, 
comprising a residence, with pleasure-grounds, buildings, tenements, 
cottages, and 50a Ir 38p of land—Sold for £24,000. 

Freehold, 74a 2r 34p of arable land adjoining above—Sold for £15,000. 

Freeho!d estate, known as Cold Harbour, and part of Underhill’s Farms, 
oe parish of Bletchingley, Surrey, containing 250a Or 8p—Sold for 


200. 

Freehold estate. known as Underhill’s Farm, Bletchingley, ——_ 
yn Stabling, buildings, cottage, and 113 acres of land—Sol 

or £4,600. 

Freehold, 5a Ir 25p of arable land, situate as above—Sold for £800. 

Leasehold improved ground rents, amounting together to £66 2s. per 
annum, arising from 39 residences with coach-houses and stabling, in 
Bedford-place, Russell-square, with early reversions, varying ! 2to 
7 years to leasehold rentals, for terms of nearly 30 years, "of the 
net annual value of about £2,700—Sold for £15,710. 

Freehold, ir Or 9p of hop land, known as Bunhill’s, in the parish of 
Bentley, Hants—Scld for £710. 

Freehold, 4a Or 14p of pasture, in the parish of Great Warley, Essex— 
Sold for £500. 

By Messrs. Futter, Horsry, Son, & Co. 

Leasehold premises, known as Beales Wharf, opposite the Custom- 
house, Southwark ; term, 434 years unexpired, at £860 per annum— 
Sold for £51,200. 

July 30.—By Messrs, GapspEn, Ex.is, & ScorER. 

Freehold, 5 messuages, Nos. 1 to 5, Davis’s-cottages, St. John’s-place, 

Well-street, Hackney, producing £55 5s, per annum—Sold for £470, 

Freehold residence, No. 119, Marine Parade Brighton—Sold for £3,210. 

By Mr. Gxorce Hupson. 

Freehold house and shep, No. 9, High-street, Woolwich, let at £25 per 
annum—Sold for £505. 

Freehold house and shop, No. 7, High-street, Woolwich, let at £30 per 
annum—Sold for £500. . 

Freebold, 4 houses and shops, Nos. 1, 2,3, and 5, Highestreet, Woolwich, 
producing £21 per annum — Sold for £450. 

Freehold house and shcp, No. 4, High-street, Weolwich, let on lease 
at £5 per annum—Sold for £145. 

Freehold house and business in High-street, Woolwich, let on lease at 
£8 per aunum—Sold for £150. 

yy lr 27p of land called Calve Stocks, Northfleet, Kent—Soid 
lor £1,150. 

July 31.—By Messrs. Nortoy, Trist, Watney & Co. 

Freehold, 2 houges, Nos. 20 and 21, Great Warner-street, Clerkenwell, 
producing £58 per annum—Sold for £800. 

Freehold public-house, known as the Acorn, situate in Trinity-street, 
Rotherhithe, the house and shop adjoining, and stores and sheds, with 
yard called Steel’s, producing £100 per annum—Sold for £2,500. 

Freehold, 3 cottages, Nos. 5 to 7, Lower York-street, Rotherhithe, pro- 
ducing £42 8s. per annum—Sold for £470. 

a house, No. 2, six houses, Trinity-street, Rotherhithe—Sold for 

ih 

Freehold cottage, No. 1, Trinity-road, Rotherhithe, let at £14 per annum 
—Sold for £150. 

Freehold, 3 houses, Nos. 42, Trinity-street, and 1 and 2, Bryant-court, 
Rotherhithe, producing £35 per annum—Sold for £300. 

By Messrs. FarEsproTaer, Lye, & WoeELER. 

Freehold and copyhold estate, known as Broyle Place, in the parishes of 
Ringmer and Langton, Sussex, comprising a residence with pleasure 
grounds, stabling, buildings, cottages, and 407a 3r 22p of arable pas- 
ture, meadow and woodland—Sold for £9,650. 

Copyhold, 7a Or 25p of arable land, in the parish of Langton, Sussex— 
Sold for £370. 

Freehold, 6a 2r 2p of pasture land, in the parish of Chiddingley, Sussex 
—Sold for £700, 

Aug. 4.—By Messrs. Epwin Fox & Bousrietp. 

Freehold property, producing the net ground-rent of £300 per annum 
for 86 years with reversion, comprising the building, No. 1, Dunster- 
court. Mark-lane, City—Sold for £8,700. 

Freehold estate, known as Nos. 2 and 3, Dunster-court, and Nos. 12 and 
13, Mark-lane, occupying the area of 11,880 feet, and producing 
£1,605 5s, per annum—Sold for £26,500, 

Freehold house and shop, situate in High-street, Watford, Herts, let on 
lease at £40 per annum — Sold for £680. 

Copyhold, 5 cottages, situate in Water-lane, Watford, Herts, producing 
£39 per annum—Sold for £300, 

— meadow 14 acres, near the town of Watford, Herts, let at £10 

f 


for £235. 
Freehold bemee and shop, situate in High-street, Watford, let at £97— | 
‘or £480. 


Sold fi 

Freehoid cottage and shop, situate as above, let at £14 4s. per annum— 
Sold tor £185, 

Freehold garden, yard, barn, and pigstyes, situate as above, let at £18 
per annum—Sold for £260, 








Freehold, 3 cottages with shops, 2 houses and shops, and 4 cottager,sitn 
ate in High-street, Watford, producing £98 8s. per annum—Sold for- 


£1,050, 
Freehold plot of building land, situate as above, let at £3 per annum. 
Sold for £125. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
GRUNDY—On Aug. 3, at Bankfield, near Bury, Lancashire, the wif 
of Edmund Atkinson Grundy, of a son. 
HOLT—On July 31, at 9, Darham-terrace, Westbourve-park, W,, the 
wife of Robert Hallett Holt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Lincoln’s-inn, 


of a daughter. 
WORTH—On Aug, 5, af Christ Church, Brockham, paviso 
BLUMBERG—RO —On Aug. 5, at a n 
Cc. N. Teas Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the Inner Temple, tp. gren, 
Mary Elizabeth _Roworth, daughter of Charles Roworth, Esq., of Hodge, 
Brockham Honse, Brockham, Surrey. ’ Lyne, ¥ 


y 
CURTIS—FEATHERSTONE—On July 30, at the parish church of St, Staar' 
John, Hampstead, Alexander Kyd Curtis, -» Barrister-at-Law, of iat 
the Inner Temple, to Charlotte, widow of the late Thomas Feathers Willi 
stone, Esq., of Cape Town. Asam 
JONES—GODDARD—On July 29, at All Saints’ Church, South Lynn, by b 
George Albert Jones, Esq., of Abergavenny, Monmouthshire, to. ment 
Frances Sutterby Goddard, daughter of the late C.C. Goddard, Eaq,. Surre 
of Tilney Sc. Lawrence, Norfolk. site 
MORGAN—COQUI—On 5th Aug., at the Parish Church, Mali 
Richard H. Morgan, B.A., Esq., Barrister-at-Law, son of the Hon, 
Richard F’. Morgan, Queen’s Advocate of Ceylon, to Charlotta Caroling, 
Johanna, daughter of Adolph coqui, Esgq., late of Natal. 
ROBINSON—HAIGH—On 4th Aug., at St. John’s Church, Wake- 


field, William Robinson, Esq., Solicitor, of Richmond, Yorkshire, to. 
Emma Harriett, daughter of the late Thomas Haigh, Esq., of St, om 
John’s, Wakefield. pare 
RUTTER—DEAKIN—On. 4th Aug., at Tettenhall, Richard Wood Co, 
Rutter, of Wolverhampton, Esq., Solicitor, to Elizabeth Horner, Desvi 
daughter of John Bickerton Deakin, Esq., of Tottenhall. ion 
DEATHS. Mills, 
SMITH—On 3rd Aug., at Melville House, Portobello, Alexander Lpe 





Smith, Esq., W.S., ot 18, York-place, Edinburgh, in the 85th year of Newt 
his age. Pal 
LONDON GAZETTES. = 

GMinding-up of Joint Stock Camypantes. Ad 

Farivar, July 31, 1868, Lo 

Limitep In CHANCERY. sym 

British India and Colonial Trust and Agency Corporation (Limited an? M 
Reduced).— Petition for reducing the capital £500,000 to 312,500,, Tay 
presented June 30. The list of creditors ef the company is to'be Tho 
made out as for Sept 21. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry, solicitors to the- 8 
company. ‘Tra 
Deb: urh Tea Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, pre- P 
sented July 31, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins on We 
the next petition day. Snell, George-st, Mansion-house, solicitor for Wr 
the petitioner. b 
General Iron Screw Collier Company (Limited and Reduced).—Petition Wy 
for reducing the capital from £250,000 to 120,000. A list of the per- r 


sons admitted to have been creditors of the company on July 6, may 
be inspected at the office of the company. Any person who claims A 
to be a creditor of the company, and who is not entered, must, on or 
before Sept 1, send his name and address, and the particulars of his: 
claim, to Thomas & Hollams, Mincing-lane, solicitors for the 


com: m 

Parkdane Company (Limited and Reduced).—Vice-Chancellor Maling 
has, by an o:der dated July 17, ordered the reduction of the capital 
of the company from £50,000 to £15,000. Wordsworth & Co, South 
Sea House, Threadneedle-st, solicitors for the company, 


Tuespay, Aug. 4, 1868, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. ; 
Hollybush Colliery & Coke Works Company (Limited).—The Master of 
the Rolls has, by an order dated May 1, appointed Frederick Whinney 
8, Old Jewry to be official liquidator, Creditors are required, on of 
before Sept 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particu- 
lars of their debts or claims to the above. Friday, Nov 6, at 12, is ape 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 
Library Company Limited).—Creditois are aoe prong on or before Aug 
15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to James Cooper, 3, Coleman-st-bldgs, 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. ; 
Commercial Bank of India.—The Master of the Rolls has, by an order 
dated July 29, ordered that the above company be wound fip; and 
that the petitioner and respondents be allowed their costs out of the 
assets of the bank. Janson & Co, Finsbury-circus, solicitors for the 
petitioner, 





ee oe ee ee ee ee.) 


STANNARIES OF CoRNWAIL, 

East Jane Mine Company.—Petition for winding up, presented July 20, 
directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at the Prince’s Hall 
Truro, on Aug 15, ab 12, Affidavits intended to be used at the heard 
ing. in opposition to the petition, must be filed atthe Registrar's office, 
Truro, on or before Aug 12, and notice thereof must at the same tims 
be given to the petitioner, his solicitor, or his agent. Chilton, Truro, 
solicitor for the petitioner. 


Oreditors under Estates in Chancery. 
t Day of Proof. 
V Farivar, July 31, 1868, 4 
Apet Baty. Alford, Lincoln, Gent. Aug 31. Rhodes » Abbott, 
V.C. ns. bd 
Ainswerth, Thos, Wilpshire, Lancaster, Farmer. Oct 1, Aspden? 
Ainsworth, V.U. Stuart. . 
Blackshaw, Wm, Hauley, Stafford, Farmer. Aug 31, Vernonv Black~ 
shaw, V-C. Giffard. 
Brownbill, Hy, Salford, Lancaster, Gent, Sept 2. Pankhurst » Browl» 
bill, County Palatine of Lancaster. . 
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os te Conitane, York, Widow. Nov2. Simpson » Black- 
Cc. ins. 

Heaton, Ellinthorpe Hall, York, Esq. Oct 10. Clark r Swann, 
covet, Mocris, Berry's Hall, Norfolk, Farmer. Oct 10. Cooper v 


Jonata, New Bridge, York, Publican, Aug17. Kenyon » Lee, 


Wo. Giff Mg ‘ard, 
, “Jes Huddy, Ladock, Cornwall, Farmer. Oct 10. Benney v 


one, ae, Sens, » Derby, Yeoman. Oct 15. Savage v Skid- 


= icbt Hon Augusta Emma eae. Baroness, Katon-sq. Oct 
Cardwell » Seamen’s Hospital Soc 
Tuespay, Aug 4, 1868, 
Davison, Mary, Ruswarp, York, Widow. Nov 2. Wilkinson v Lind- 
gren, M. R. 


mie, Wm Hy, Tiverten, Devon, Esq. Sept 1. Gill» Hodge, M. R. 
Lyne, Bdwd, Westport, Wilts, Gent. Oct 10. Sands » Lyne, V.C, 


Williams, R » Queen’ gy Haverstock-hill, Gent. Jan 9. 
—nalbenapy . ‘Sole, V.C. Mali 

Asum of £3,422 18s. 4d., parehace money and interest paid in 1862, 
by we Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for the War Depart- 
ment for rights over eo oa acres of land, in the manor of Reigate, 
Surrey, and taken he said Secretary of State for War for a 
site = a Military tho Oct 29. Waterlow wv Burt, V.C. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Wiet. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frivay, July 31, 1868. 
Cooper, Wm, Windsor Cottage, Finchley, Gent. Sept 24, Mote, 


South-sq 

D'Arcy, Frank Hyde, Bevere Firs, Worcester, Esq. Sept 14, Moore & 
Co, Lymington. 

a mignes, Thos, Woodford, Essex, Esq. Aug 31. Syms, Furnival’s- 


wie Sampson Thos, Lpool, Master Mariner. Sept 1. Avison & Co, 


Newton, Wm, New Bexley, Kent. Sept 30. Burkitt, Curriers’-hall. 
=, Susan, Regent-st, Mile-end, Widow. st 33. Farrar & Co, 


rs’-commons, 
Roacti, "ae, Plymouth, Devon. Aug 20. 
Smith, oe | Crockenhill, Kent, Farmer. ay A ” May & Sykes, 
ide-pl. 
oe Northampton, Baker. Sept 15. Britten, Northamp- 


Stents Thos Edwd, Milford, Southampton, Admiral. Sept 14. 
Moore & Co, Lymington. 
Taylor, Jas, Salford. Lancaster, Gent. Aug 31. Corbett &Co, Manch. 
Thornborrow, Wm, Broughton, Lancaster, Land Surveyor. Sept 1. 
neon ee Wa Lancaster. 
Geo Wade, Weston “Peverell, Devon, Gent. Sept 15. Derby, 


Weston, Edwd, Leicester, Esq. Sept 15. Toller, Leicester. 
Wright, Philip, Broughton, nr Manch, Gent. Oct 1. Thorley & Ro- 


son, 
Wych, ion, aa Ashton-under-Dyne, Lancaster, Gent. Sept 30. Earle 
& Co, Manch. 
Tvespay, Aug 
Atkin, Ann, Branston, Burton-on-T rd, Widow. Sept 10. 


Bass & Jenn: nnings. 
Brudeneli, The Right Hon Jas Thos Earl of Cardinall, Deene-park, 
Northampton. Oct 1. Bennett, Market Harborough. 
cepa. ohn, Yeovil, Somerset, Gent. Oct 1. Melmoth, Sherborne, 
Rev Stephen, St Mary, Suffolk, Clerk. Sept 20. Fearon & Co, 
Westminster. 
Thos, Lpool, Gent. Aug 31, Teebay & Lynch, L 
a a Littlehampton, Sussex, Shipbuilder. Aug rt iia & 
ill, John David Hay, ‘jun, Consul at Brest. Oct1l. Hill, Mitre-ct 
chambers, Temple. 
Haghes, Richd, Manch, Perfumer. Sept 5. Needham, Manch. 
sHariot, A ‘Acock’s- ~green, Warwick, Widow. Nov l. Gregory 


paca David, Geese end-pl, St John’s-wood, Esq. Sept 1. Clarke 
& Co, Coleman-s 
Strong, Isat Jeabella, Euston-rd, Widow. Sept 30. Cole, Church-ct, Cle- 
’slan 
Tully, Wm, Brighton, Sussex, Gent. Sept 14. Stuckey, Brighton. 
Widdicombe, Wm, Ugborough, Devon. Gent. Sept 10. Savery, Mod- 


Wilson, Ann, South Normanton, Derby, Spinster. Oct 1. Wilson, 
South Normanton. 
Seeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Fripay, July 31, 1868. 
Ashcroft, mee vig arid Sere Hy Hornsey-rd, Linen Draper. July 


10, Com: Reg 
Ball, Walter. Eawae fichimond-grove Barnsbury, Accountant. July 10. 


a 
Paine, Ea, Tavlatock-pl, St Pancras, Tailor. July 22. Comp. 
base, Joh John, Wolvehampton, Stufford, Saddler. July 29. Comp. 


Deal Morte, Dover, Hatter. July 28. Comp. Reg July 31 
ee “ee Opeth, ne Mane Landaoape Gardener. July 17. 
uly 28, 
7. Wm, Heigham, Norwich, Comm Agent. July 7. Asst. Reg 
Brett’ Thos, Brandon, St Leonard-on-sea, Sussex, Printer. July 17. 
ony "Hog July 30. we : 4 
vil Tepen Damien i “ap pyrene de, St Reationl, Gracechurch-st, 
rchan wu 
Olt , Wm, Woolwich, Ken A - B1, on a 21. Comp. Reg 





om Jame Hight, Camden-town, Glass Dealer. July 19. 
7m Jui 
om Wm Jas, aa High-at, Battersen, Carter. June 30. Comp. Reg” 


crane, otk Wm, Greenwich, Kent, Clerk. July 28. Comp. Reg 
Cross, Thos, Canton, Glamorgam, Grocer. July 28. Comp. Reg 


July 31. 

Davies, Lewellyn, Pontymister, Monmouth, Grocer. July 13. Comp. 
eg July 

ae Mary, Cliftonville, Sussex, Widow. July 24. Comp. Reg: 
uly 3 

nowt Thos, Chester, Slater. July 8. Asst. Keg July 3Q. 

Dawson, Nicholas, Chrisp-st, Bromley, Tailor. July 22. Asst. Reg: 


July 27. 

— >" Joseph, Batley, York, Draper. July 22. Comp. Reg 
a . 

Duckworth, Wm, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Leather Seller. July 


28. Comp. Keg July 29. 
— — Castle-st, Falcon-sq, Confectioner. July 16, Comp. 
g July 31 
On oe Wm, Luton, Bedford, Butcher. July 10. Comp. Reg: 
a 
Earn, Geo, Derby, Grocer. July 27. Asst. Reg July 30. 
= ae Rnenenregete tae, Marine Store Dealer. July 6. 
mp. uly 30. 
ae Alfred Clement, Wolverhampton, Grocer. July 13. Asst.. 
Jul 
Fallows, he Farnworth, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer. July 21. 
Asst. Reg July 
Forsdike, Jas Howistt, = ss aes Spitalfields, Tobacconist.. 
July 29. Comp. Reg July 
ey Decimus, ie ” Auctioneer. July 9. Comp. Reg 
a 
Gad, hy, ‘Houndsditeh, Importer of Fancy Goods. July 14. Comp. 


be “Non "Fredk, Walbrook, Drawing-master. July 6. Comp. 
iv 30. 


4  eagt 's-row, Cambridge-rd, Cork Manufacturer. July 
22. Asst. Reg July 28. 
Griffiths, Wm, Rhyl, Flint, Jeweller. July 29. Comp. Reg July 30, 
Gurney, Richd Cassins, High-st, Battersea, Licensed Victualler. 
July 8. Comp. Reg July 31. 
H . Thos, Strand, Bookseller. July 3. re Eee July 31. 
Hibbert, Wm, Manch, Broker. J aly 3. Asst. Reg July 3l. 
Hoare, Wm Hy, Lpool, Tailor. July 25. Asst. Reg July 30., 
Hooper, Fredk, Wm, — Dealer in Works of sm. ‘June 27. 
Inspectorship. 


Reg 
al John, Fm Se, ag Hants, iGrocer. July 1. Asst. Reg. 


Horubiow, Susanna, Taunton-pl, Regent’s-pk, Spinster. July 2. 
Comp. Reg July 30. 

Hunt, Elijah, Manch,Grocer. July 9. Comp. Reg July 29. 

Jennett, Thos, Sheffield, Joiner. July 18. Asst. Reg July 30. 

as Fenny ‘Narberth, Pembroke, no business. July 25. Comp. 


y 31. 

Kingston, Joseph quale King-st, Hammersmith, Hosier. July 20. 
Asst. Reg July 29 

Lacy, Robt, & Jas Flexman, Broughton-st, Battersea, Builders. July 
3. Asst. Reg July 3 

ae = m. Angus, Bim, “Travelling Draper. July 11. Asst. Reg 
uly 29. 

Lindsay, a. Merthyr Tydfil, Glamergan, Draper. July 1. Asst. 
Reg July 1. 


Loader, Wm, Perry Barr, Stafford, Carpenter. July 27, Comp. Reg. 


July 29. 


1am Jahn, Ohurch-st Shoreditch, Chemist. July 28, Comp. Reg. 


Jal 
Mills’ aml, Leeds, Grocer. July 29. Comp. Reg July 30. 
em Robt Chas, Lpool, Wine Merchant. July 14. 


y 30. 
Newson, Thos Hunter, Sutton, Cambridge, Draper. June 30. Comp. 


Reg July 28. 

Page, po St Leonard’ -rd, Poplar, Licensed Victualler. July 27. 
Comp. Reg July 29. 

eee dat Jas sae, Ferryside, Carmarthen, Gent. July 9. Cemp.. 

July 
ey = Rs Hagh, ” Flint, General Ironmonger, July 13. Asst. Reg: 
u 

Pole, i Neath, Glamorgan, Draper. July1. Comp. Reg July 29. 

Purcell, John, Manch, Bootmaker. July 2. Comp. Reg July 29. 

Randon, Wm, Smethwick, Stafford, Innkeeper. July 27. Comp. Reg 
July 28 

Ress, bias, Holywell, Flint, Sadler. July 6. Asst. Reg rs 30. 


Richardsou oe, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Clothier. July 7. Comp. 
Reg Ju’ 
Roberts, awd os jun, Kingston-upon-Hull, Surgeon. July 4. 


Comp. Reg July 29 
“er Jas, Salford, nr Manch, Comm Agent. July 23. Asst. Reg 
al 
Roper, To mig Manningham, York, Stone Mason. July 8. Asst. Reg 
uly 30 
Rudyard, "Alfred Thos, Tivoli, nr Hastings, Doctor. July 13. Asst. 
30. 


Reg July 
Sanders, trench, Wolsey-ter, Kentish-town, Tailor. July 14. Comp. 


Reg July 


ste beg Wm, Much Wenlock, Salop, Grocer. July 28. Comp. 
Jaly 29. 
Se Geo, York-rd, Battersea, Builder. July 27. Comp. Reg 


Smith, Wm, Consett, Durham, Grocer. July 2. ane Sr tq 
Smith, John ne Cotton-st, Limehouse, Grocer. July Comp. 


Reg July 27. 
peo meh, Sas, Malvern-rd, Dalston, Builder. July 17. Comp. Reg 
uly 
$s , Wm. Thos, Windsor, Berks, Beer Retailer, July 17. Asst. 


turgess, 
Reg July 28. 


Asst. Reg- 
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Bog. ony! eae Ipswich, Suffolk, Coal Merchant. July 2. Asst. Reg 


Tomple, Wm, Se wage-gardens, ‘Tower-hill, Wine Merchant. July 1. 
Inspectorship. Reg July 29. 
aos me John Marsh, Crewkerne, Somerset, Gent. July 3. Asst. 
eg July 31. 


Thomas, Jas, Tenby, Pembroke, Tailor. June 30. Comp. Reg July 28. 

Turner, Edwd, at Mansion-house, Bookseller, July 6. 
Comp. Reg July 30. 

Eee , Graec-st, Bromley-by-Bow, Cowkeeper. July 1. Comp. 

y 

Vertue, Thos, & Philip Algeron Vertue, Figh-st, Southwark, Corn 
Merchants. *July 10. Comp. Reg July 

‘Walker, Geo, & Hy Walker, Holloway-rd North Leather Sellers. 
15. Comp. Reg July 28. 

“Walker, John, Salford, Lancaster, Baker. July 7, Asst. Reg July 29. 

Wall, “in Richa. Bese Stafford, Grocer. July 24. Comp. Reg July 31. 

, d, Brighton, Cheesemonger. July 6. Comp. Reg 
ul 

Wilocx, Wm Richd, Malvern Link, Worcester, Grocer. July 13. Asst. 
Reg July 28. 

Wray, Thos, Ossett, York, Draper. July 5. Asst. Reg July 30. 

‘Young, Chas Octavius, — Shields, Durham, Ship Repairer. July 
4. Asst. Reg July 30. 

Suishar. Aug. 4, 1868. 

Adams, John, Birm, Provision Dealer. July 25. Asst. Reg Aug 1. 

Aitken, Alex, Lpool, Draper. July 11. Comp. Reg July 31 

Bald, ;John Arthur Borzelius, & John Lee Campbell, Lpool, Comm 
Merchants. July 15. Conv. Reg Aug 4. 

Revan, Thos, Talgarth, Brecon, Grocer. July8. Comp. Reg Aug 4. 

Biggs, Alfred, & Charlotte = Biggs, Conduit-st, Bond-st, Carvers. 


July 23. Asst. Reg Aug 
ee Wn, Ryde, ‘isle, of Wight, Bootmaker. July 7. Asst. Reg 
Asst. 


July 


uly 3 
ie Benj, Accrington, Lancaster, Confectioner. July 24. 


Burmtt, i Matthew Te Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Saddler. July 8. 


Comp. Reg Aug 
ane, John, eran Glamorgan, Shoemaker. July 9. Comp. Reg 


ug 
— Nether Knutsford, Chester, Grocer. July 25. Comp. Reg 
Edmends, Wm, & See, Edmondson, South Stockton, York, Plumbers. 
July 10. Comp. Reg July 
Fitch, Wm, Old Fish-stehill, Stationer. July 23, Comp. Reg Aug 1. 
Forbes, Geo, Clarendon-gardens, Maida-hill, Teacher of Music. July 20. 
Comp. Reg Aug 3. 
Foss, Jas Hy, Manch, Toy Dealer. July 16+ Comp. Reg Aug 3. 
— —o London-ré, Croydon,:Corn Merchant. Aug 3, Comp 


oil, Wa 6 Catheart-rd, West Brompton, Builder. July 29. Comp. 

eg Aug 1. 

Goodrich, John, & Walter oe Powis-ter, Kensington-pk, Coopers, 
Aug!l. Asst. Reg Aug 

“Green, —" Hyde, Chester, ‘Earthenware Dealer. July 21. - Comp. 


Reg A 
Guest, Jolin ¢ ‘Chas, Erdington, Warwick, Schoolmaster. Aug '. Comp. 


ug 4 

Hamilton, Hans Jas, Lambourn-rd, Clapham, Supernumerary Clerk. 
July 30. Comp. Reg July 31. 

Hanson, Jemima Jane, Marquess-rd, Canonbur y, out of business. July 
28. Comp. Reg July 29. 

~— Wm — Reading, Berks, Draper. July 25. Inspectorship. 

Sistine Julian, New eames Bermondsey, Wine Merchant. 
July 25. Comp. Reg July 31. 

Laine, Leopold, & Louis Maillot, New yen, Importers of Foreign 

Goods. July 24. Comp. Reg Aug 
—_- Saml, High Harrowgate, York. Bookseller. July 10. Asst. Reg 


ug 3. 

Mayo, Thos. Windsor-rd, Upper Holloway, Cricket Bat Manufacturer. 
July 7. Comp. Reg Aug 3. 

cat John, Manch, Cloth” Cap Manufacturer. July 8. Comp. Reg 


Moaiey, Edward, King's-pl, Southwark, Drysalter, Aug 2. Comp. 
ug 4. 
aioe Robt, South Shields, Durham, Comm Agent. July 6. Comp 


Reg 
aon Neil, Birm, Travelling Draper. July 22. Asst. 
ug 
‘Orpin, Wm, Romford, Essex, Bricklayer. July8. Comp. Reg Aug 1. 


eo Chas Abraham, Bennetthorpe, York, Gent. July 6. Comp. 
Pri, Sami aS Penge, Coal Merchant. Aug 1. Comp. Reg 


Aug 3 
Ritchie, Hy, Porsea, Hants, Draper. July 10. Asst. Reg Aug 4. 
4 Sam], Wolverhampton, Stafford, Gasfitter. July 15. Asst. Reg 


Soot Win Fitzgerald, Mesganpr0w, Islington, Wine Merchant. July 
31. Asst. raedald ¥, 

Senior, Geo, Wakefi York, Joiner. July 9. Asst. 

aed Wakefield, York, Cloth Dealer. July 29. 


Aug 
- Shore, pone Lpool, Coal Merchant. July 28. Comp. Reg Aug 4. 
Sai, Pic Fitch, Gloucester-rd, Croydon, Dyer. Aug 3. Asst. 


: Ly kD 9 Bhs sag Waterford-rnd, Walham-green, Gent. July 7. 


Comp. Reg Ai 
Steal Thos Jas, Cate villay Bom, Commereial Traveller. July 30. 
ip. 
Such, John, xR Printer. July 23.:\Comp. Reg July 31, 
Taf, Joba 5 Jas, Beasley-crescent, North Bow, Clerk. July 18, Comp. 
Aug! 
On Lshort, & Robt Demme, Chorley Lancaster, Waggon Makers, 
a iy 25. Asst. Reg Aug 3. 
Tolley, Pe 138 Arch, Walworth-rd, Warehouseman. July 8 Asst. 
Reg July 29, 


Reg 


yo 3.° 





—- — Sunderland, Durham, Grocer. (July 6. 


achat Coin 
sy a May,Kingsland-rd, Cheesemonger. Jaly 13, Comp, 
Vaughan, 5 Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Grocer. July 6. Comp, 
Whe y; Albert .Geo, Censet, Durham, Draper. July 6. Asst, Reg 


Aug 
witty, Thos, Sherburn, York, Wheelwright. July 2. Asst, Reg 







pen zeve ir 


a 


a 































Woodward, Thos, Lpool Licensed Victualler, Aug 3. Comp. Rep =’ 
Aug 4 
Yeomans, Jas, Manch, Grocer. Aug 3, Comp. Reg Aug 4: Ora, 
Bankrupis. Pe 
Frrpay, July 31, 1868, Chall 
To Surrender in London. ms 
Axtell, Geo, Prince’s-ct, Westminster, lanoerer. Pet July 28. Roghe, Hird, J 
Aug 13 at1l. Bickley, Lemay ie Fleet-s 9.15. 
Box, Joseph Wm, West Ham, Essex, Manager. Pet Jaly 27. Rock, Holmes 
Aug 12 atl. King, Queen-st, Cheapside. Webb 
Brand, David, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 27 (for pau). Roche, Hont, 7 
Aug 12 at r. Popham, Basinghall-st. Bris 
Buckingham, Jas Wm Fredk, ai for Debt, London. Pet July 9 Jones, 
(for pan). ‘ Roche. Aug 13 at 12. Pittman, Guiidhall-chamben, Newc 
Basin st. 
Burrell, erredk Geo Bailey, Downham-market, Norfolk, Leather Cutter, a. 
Pet July 28. Roche. Aug 13 at 11, Mander, New-sq, Lincoln’sinp, at 2. 
Charman, Alfred, Frederick-ter, Croydon, Carpenter. Pet July 9, Jones. 
Roche. Aug 12 ‘at 1. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn. Dolg 
Clarke, John Howard, Manbey-st, Stratford, out of mnaten Pet Jaly Keely, 
29, Roche. Aug 13 atl. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn Copy 
Cooper, Hy, Duncan-pl, Hackney, Boot Manufacturer. Pet July 2, Lewis, 
Pepys. Aug i2atl. Haigh, jun, King-st, Cheapside. ‘1. 
Coward, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 28 (for pau), MoLea 
nen ham. Aug13at 12. Drake, Basinghall-st. Lead 
os, Pritchard’s-pl, Hackney, Baker. Pet July 29. Roch, Maske 
ae 13 at 1. Bore & Drew, Fore-st. 7 at I! 
Edmands, Chas Hy, Carey-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Attorney, Pe Memb 
25. Roche. Aug lzat2. Godfrey, Basing’ hall-st. a 





July 

Ellis, Chas, jun, Uxbridge, Corn eesiaah Pet Jaly 28. Roche, dy 
13 ‘at 11. Philp, Pancras-lane, Cheapside. 

Fisher, John Cambridge, Prisoner for Debt, Londen. Pet July 28 (ie 
pen) wae Aug 13 st 12. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Ba. 

nghall-st. 

Fowler, Hy Alfred Town, Park-villas, Tottenham, Newspaper Writer, 
Pet July 29. Roche, Aug 13atl. Peckham, Gt Knight Rider, 
Doctor’s-commons. 

Gardner, Wm, & Lawrance Van Praagh, Oxford-st, Jewellers, Pe 























July 24. Murray. Aug 11 at 2. Harcourt & Macarthur, King 
arms-yard, Coleman-st. 

Harting, John Joseph Horne, Clerk in the Money Order Office, Pe 
July 28. Roche. Aug 13 at 11. Haynes, Serle-st, Lincoln’s-ina. 

Hirschberg, Martin Hermann, Castle-st, Falcon-sq,Comm Agent, Pe 
July 27. Roche. Aug 12 at 12. Hand, Coleman-st. 

Hobgen, Gravatt Smith Ralph, Portsea, Hants, Auctionger, Pet da 
27. Roche. Aug l2at1. Philp, Pancras-lane, Cheapside 

Hapoley, Fredk, High-st, Beer Retailer. Pet July 27. Roche, Ang 
12 at 12. Steadman, London-wall. 

Kenward, Edwd, Hadlow, Kent, Brewer. Pet July 25. Murray. Ay 
11 at 2, Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, 

Manley, Geo, Brill-row, Somers-town, Butcher. Pet July 27. — Rocis, 
| 12 at 12. Johnson, Clifford’s-inn. 

atthews, John, Brunswick-st, Hackney-rd, Boot Manufactarer. Pt 
“Sal 29. Roche, Aug 13 at 12. Brown, Weavers’-hall, Basing: 
st. 

O’Brien, Thos Denis, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 27 (for pau). 
Roche. Aug 12 at 12. Popham, Basinghall-st. 

Payne, Edwin, Park-rd, Ted eddington, Surgeon. Pet July 29. Roch. 
Aug 13 at 1. leet. Martin’ 's-lane, Cannon-st. 

Pike, Sam! Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 28 (rm 

Aug 13 at 12. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, 

Sculthorpe, James, Oundle, Northampton, Butcher. Pet July & 

Roche. Aug 1lat2. Sherard, Oundle. 

Sutton. John, Regent-sq, Gray’s-inn-rd, Author. Pet July 29. Roche, 





Fe ye be ee ae 28 Pe PoP of ehebalsaye re 
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Aug 13 atl. Pullen, Cloisters, Temple. P 
Wacey, Chas Geo, Judd-st, Euston-rd, out of business. Pet July % : 
Roche. Aug 12 at 2. Dobie, Basinghall-st. Ww 
Watt, Geo, St Leonard’s-st, Pimlico, Journe rare Carpenter. Pet Jaly 7 
27. Roche, Aug12at2. Dobie, Basing Wil 
Welch, Chas, Upper Cumming-st, Pentonville-rd, Comedian. Pé 3 
July 28, Roche. Aug t3at 2. Cooper, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Wi 
West, Geo John, — » Southwark, out of basiness. I 
July 27, Roche. 12 atl. Neale, Kennington-park-rd. 
West, Thos * soner for Debt, London. Pet July 27. Roche. 
Aug 12 at 2. Lewis & Lewis, Ely pl, Holborn 
Witts, Mary,"New Bond-st, Dressmaker. Pet July 28. Roche. Aug 
12 at 11° "Deere, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. Ba 
Worsfold, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 29 (for pau). a 
Roche. Aug i3at1l. Popham, Basinghall-st. ; : : 
To Surrender in the Country. Be 
as Hy. Room, Woswiok, Bricklayer. Pet June 28. Birm, Ang i 
12ati2. Parry, B Bo 
Reena Wo, | Leeds, Y: York, out of business. Pet July 24. Marshall 
Leeds, Aug 20 at 12. Pullan, Leeds. Fi 
Bland, Isaac, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone, Adj July 21. Southgatt 
Gravesend, Aug 1! at 12. bs 
ook, Marcas, Prisoner for Debt, Norfolk, Adj Jaly 17. King’s Lynt, . 
ug a 
wers, ie Geatumatr. Pet July 25, Hime, Lpoth + 
w= ag a Gra Pet July 31, Avg ttl ‘ 
Copson, Ji way a Bootmaker. . Aug | 
tn. esos b Hasrie’ bios J 






” Watson. 





Harris, 
Cremer, Monsieur, South Creake, Norfolk. Pet “ 








Little Walsingham, Aug 13 at 3. Garwood jun, Wi 

































Writer, 
Riders, 






rs, Pe 
King’s 
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Aug. 8, 1868. 


“Ann, West Somathwick, Stafford, Tobacconist. Pet July 
Wathow, "Oldbuty, Aug 12 1 Shakespeare, O . 
David Thomas, Brighton, Sussex, out of business. Pet July 25. 
Brighton, Aug 19 ati). Mills, Brighton. 
Joseph, Chapel-hill, nr Huddersfield, Beershop Keeper. Pet 
90. Aug 10atil. Carriss & Tempest, Ss. 
, Alfred, York, Innkeeper. Pet July 28. Perkins, York, 
dag 13 ab 11, Mann, York, ; 
Robt Pe: Ww 


akeham, Dorset, arryman. Pet July 25. 
. Weymouth, Au ‘10 at ll. ori Dorchester. 
John, Tipton, Stafford, urer. Pet July 28. Walker. Dud- 


ley, Aug 15 at 12. Lewe, oy 
Gray, Alfred, Bourton-on-the-hill, Gloucester, Grocer. Pet July 24. 
Nicoll. Shipston-on-Stour, Aug !2at 11. Hancock, Shipston-on~- 


Grosvenor, Job, Hanley, Stafford, Journeyman Potter. Pet July 28. 
Challinor. Hanley, Aves at ll. Tomkinson, Burslem. 

fall, Wm, Poppet: Wheelwright. Pet July <2. Lanning. Pem- 

e, Aug 10 at 9. 

wae, Prisoner for Debt, York. Pet July 21. Bradford, Aug 18 at 
9.15. Hargreaves, Bradford. 

Holmes, Wm, Birm, Auctioneer. Pet July 29. Birm, Aug 12 at. 12. 
Webb & Spencer, Birm. , 

Hont, Tom gy geal for Debt, Warwick. Adj July 18. Wilde. 
Bristol, Aug 12 at 11. 

Jones, Jas, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Grocer, Pet July 27. Gibson. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 11 at 12. Watson, Newcastle-upon- 

aa, des, Lpool, Saddler. Pet July 28. Lpool, Aug 12 
at 2, Esty, Lpool. 

Jones, Evan, Hatgoed, Merioneth, Quarryman. Pet July 28. Walker. 
Dolgelly, Aug ll at12. Williams, Dolgelly. 

Keely, John, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, Warehouseman. Pet July 24. 

k, Stockport, Aug 2lat 12. Reddish, Manch. 

lewis, Thos, Eglwysilan, Glamorgan, Licensed Vietualler. Pet July 
%. Spickett. Pontypridd, Aug 5at 12. Thomas, Pontypridd. 

Melean, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Linen Draper. Pet July 20, 
Leeds, Aug 12 at 12.. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Maskell, Wm, Weobley, Hereford, Grocer. Pet July 29, Birm, Aug 12 
atl2. Reece & Harris, Birm. 

, Thos, Bristol, Butcher. Pet July 27. Harley. Bristol, Aug 

Watl2. Hill. 

Osborne, Hy Earnest, Sheffield, Optician. Pet July 27. Aug 19 at 12. 
Fretson, Sheffield. 

Outram, Sam}, Gildersome, nr Leeds, Grocer. Pet July 27. Marshall. 
leeds, Aug 20 at 12. Granger & Son, \ 

Pugsley, Geo Heanes, Rumsain, Devon, Butcher. Pet July 27. Ben- 
craft. Barnstaple, Aug 12at12. Thorne, Barnstaple. 


Hime. 


Resd, Edward, jun, Horsley Heath, Stafford, Grocer. Pot July 28. 
Walker. Dudley, Aug li at 12. Stokes, er. 

Rushton, Elijah; Bolton, Lancaster, Machinist.’ Pet July 27. Holden. 
Bolton, Aug 12 at 10. Richardson & Co, Bolton. 

Rushton, John, Silverdale, Stafford, Beerhouse-keeper. Pet July 29, 
Slaney. Newcrstle-uyon-Tyne, Aug 15 at 11. Young, Lengton. 

Scurrah, Christopher, Leeds, Bootmaker. Pet July 18. Marshall. 


Leeds, Aug 20 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 
Sh , Samson, Bradford, York, Toy Manufacturer. Pet July 27. 

Bradford, Aug !8 at 9.15. Rhodes, Bradford. 
r. Pet July 28. 


Short, John, Halifax, York, Cabinet Make 
Halifax, Aug 14 at 10. Storey, Halifax. 
Slater, Ralph, Coates Mill, Barnoldswick, York, Cotton Manufacturer. 
Pet July 22. Leeds, Aug 10 atl. Cariss & Tempest, Leeds. 
Smart, John, Ketteringham, Norfolk, Coal Dealer. Pet July 27. Felt- 
bam. Wymondham, Aug 19 at2. Chittock, Norwich. 
Soley, Thos, Kirkdale, nr Lpool, Coal Dealer. Pet July 28. Lpool, 
Aug llat 11. Masters, Lpool. 
John Saml, Worcester, Confectioner. Pet July 27. Crisp. 
Ww Aug ll atll. Allen, Worcester. 
8 David, Tunstall, Stafford, Bootmaker, Pet July 29. Challi- 
nor, Hanley, Aug 15at 11. Tomkinsen, Burslem. 
imon, & Joseph Bray Pochin, Leicester, Shoe Manufac- 
turers, July 27. Birm, Aug 1! at 11. Durrant, Leicester. 
Tew, Emanuel, Lianelly, Victualler. ,Pet July 22. Morris, Lianelly, 
Aug 8 at!11.30, Rees, Lianell 
Townsend 


y- 
, Jas, elly, Victualler. Pet July 21. Merris. Llanelly, 
Aug 4 at 12, 
Walters, J 
Aug 12at12. Underhill, Wolverhampton. 


Dyson. 


Lian 
Shead, Llanelly. 
Pet July 29. 


» Summerhill, Stafford, Baker. 

Walton, John, & Thos Richardson, Alston, Cumberland, Joiners. Pet 
duly 23, Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 11 at 12. Ingledew 
& tt, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Whitaker, Thomas, Leeds; Beer Retailer. Pet July 20, Marshall. Leeds, 
Aug 20 at 12. Gr & Son, Leeds. 

Wildsmith, John Westwood, Lozells, Warwick, out of business, Pet 
July 27, Birm, Aug 12 at 12. Allen, Birm. 

Wilson, John, Holbeck, York, out of business. Pet July 20, Marshall. 

Aug 20at 12. Pullan, Leeds. 


Tusspay, Aug 4, 1868. 
To Surrender in London. 
Bagg, Wm Hy, Colchester, Essex, Licensed Victualler. 
a anete. Aug l4atl. Lewis & Go, Old Jewry. 
nks, Benj, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 29(for pau). Mar- 
pnd Aug I4at il, , Chancery-lane. 
; “td Wm Hy, Cousley Wood, Wadhurst, Sussex, Grocer. Pet July 
+ Murray. Aug l4at 12. Lambert, Lower Thames-st- 
: Wm Geo, Deal, Kent, Painter. Pet July 30. Murray. Aug 
ra atll. Chidley, Old Jewry. 
(cher, Geo Rutter, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
BR in y- Aug }4at 11, Biddles, South-sq, G 
Sneby, Edmund John Atkinson, Burgess-hill, Sussex, Iron Mer- 
EH » Pet July 30. Augl4atil, Hugo, Whitefriars-st. 
eh th? Edmonton, Builder. Pet July 31. Murray. Aug 14 
joe Hillearys & Tunstall, Fenchurch-bidgs. . 
son, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 28 (for pau). Mur- 
+ Trinity-st, Southwark. 
‘son, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 28 (for pau). 
Urray. Aug I4utl2. Udy, Trinity-:q, Southwark, 


Birm, 


Pet Aug 3. 


Pet July 30 (for pau). 
"s-inn. 





tern, Mi, St Leonard’s-on-Sea, Sussex,out of business. Pet July 


$1. Murray. Aug 14at 12. Philbrick, Hastings. 

Stroud, Jas, New Charles-st. City-rd, General Dealer.. Pet July 30; 
Murray. Aug 14at 11. Tomlins, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Watling, Richd, Romford, Timber Merchant. Pet July 3@. Murray.- 
Aug 14at12. Murrough, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Wilkes, Saml, Railway-cottages, Regent’s-park, Bngine Driver. Pet- 
Augi. Murray. Aug l4at!. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Ames, John, Bristol, Timber Merchant. Pet July 31. Wilde. Bris- 

tol, 14at 11. Thompson, Bristol. 





Ashton, Hy, Manch, Iron Merchant. Pet July 30. Fardell. Manch, 
Aug 17 at il. Hutton & Lister, Manch. 

Baker, Wm, Cheltenh Gl ter, Horse Dealer. Pet July 31. 
Wilde. Bristol, Aug 14at 11. Henderson, Bristol. 

Barnes, Jas, Norwich, Cabinet Maker. Pet July 28. Palmer. Nor- 
wich, Aug I! at 1). . Norwich. 


Beamish, Richd, Seacombe, Chester, Bootmaker. Pet July 29. Wason. 
Birkenhead, Aug 17 at 10. Reynolds, Lpool. 

Bell, Sam}, , JO nm Packer. Pet July 29. Keary. Stoke+ 
upon-Trent. Aug 15 at 11. Stevenson, Stoke-upon-Trent. 

Biggs, John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Licensed Brewer. Pet July 31. 
—, Birm, Aug 19 at 12, Thirstans & Cartwright, Wolver- 
hampton. 

Bowerbank, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Labourer. Pet July 27: 
Postlethwaithe. Ulverston, Aug 13at10. Pool, Ulverston. 

Browne, John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Licensed Dealer. Pet July 
23. Brown. Wolverhampton, Aug 3! at 12. Barrow, Wolver- 
hampton, 

Cardall, Wm, jun, Warwick. out of business. Pet July 20 (for pau). 
Tibbits. Warwick, Aug 15 at 11. Snape, Warwick. 

Chambers, Chas, & John George, Birm, Upper Makers. Pet July 22. 
Tudor. Birm, Aug !9 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Daynés, Robt, Norwich, Plasterer. Adj July 16(for pau). Palmer. 
Norwich, Aug 17 at 11. 

Foden, Edward, Birkenhead, Chester, Beerseller. 
pau). Wason. Birkenhead, Aug 11 at 10 

George, Chas, Halluw, Worcester, Market Gardener. Pet Aug 1. 
Crisp. Worcester, Aug 19 atll. Tree, Worcester. 

Hall, Saml, Higher Shaw, Lancaster, Overlooker of Mules. Pet July 30. 
Macrae. Manch, Aug |4 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

Halden, Thos, Stafford, General Dealer. Pet July 30. Tudor, 
Aug 19 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Hammond, Jas, Lpool, Modeller. Pet July 29. Hime: Lpool, Aug 
14at1. Nordon, Lpool. 

Harrison, John, Tunstall, Stafford, Comm Agent. 

Hanley, Aug !5 at ll. Salt, Tunstall. 

Hart, John Webster, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj July 9. Hime. 
Lpool, Aug 14 at 12. Grocott, Lpool. 

Harris, Wm Christopher, Oaken Gates, Salop, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Augl. Tudor. .Birm, Aug 19at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 
Hoad, Richd, South Shields, Durham, Builder. Pet July 30. Wawn. 

South Shields, Aug 15 at 12. Maxwell & Moore, South Shields. 

Kynnersley, John, jun, Birm, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Aug 1. Tudor. 
Birm, Aug 19 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Leece, John, West Derby, nr Lpool, Journeyman Coachsmith. 

July 30. Hime. Lpool, Aug 17 at3 Biackhurst, Lpool. 

Lockett, Hy Geo, Longton, Stafford, Manufacturer’s Clerk. Pet July 
14. Keary. Stoke-upon-Trent, Aug 29at 11. Young, Longton. 
Morris, Thos, Marford, Flint,Surgeon. Pet July 30. Reid, Wrexham, 

Aug 18 at 1]. Rymer, Wrexham. 

Neviil, Hy, Walsall, Stafford, out of business, Pet July 30. Birm, 
Aug 19at12. Ebsworth, Wednesbury. 

Prouse, Chas, Cardiff, Giamongan, Comm Agent. Pet Augl. Lang- 


Pet June I (for’ 


Birm, 


Tet July 31. 


Pet 


ley. Cardiff, Aug 15 at 12. Morgan, Cardigan. 

Robinson, Richd, Monk’s Coppenhall, Chester, Joiner, Pet Aug 1. 
Lpool, Aug 14 at 12. Lowe & Brook, Nantwich. 

Shotton, John, Woodend, Stafford, Gardener. Pet July 24. Brown. 


Wolverhampton, Aug 3! at 12. Barrow, Wolverhampton. 
Taylor, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj July 16. Lpool, Aug 


14 at li, 

Thomas, John, Swansea, Glamorgan, eut of business. Pet July 30. 
Langley. Cardiff, Aug 15 at 12. Morgan, Cardiff. 

Wilcock, Robt, Seacombe, Chester, Plumber. Pet July 11, Wason: 
Birkenhead, Aug 14 at 10, Brown, Lpool. 

Williams, John, Neath, Glamorgan, Labourer. Pet July 30. Morgans 
Neath, Aug 18 at 11. Cuthbertson, Neath. 


Westley, Thos, Walsall, Stafford, Stirrup Manufacturer. Pet July 21. 
Walsall, Aug 17 at 12. Brevitt, Darlaston. 
Young, John, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj July 16. Hartley. 


Burnley, Aug 17 at 3. 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED, 
Turspay, Aug. 4, 1868. 
Priest, Fredk, Upper St Martin’s-lane, Auctioneer. July 30. 








( . RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37,.CLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
s for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 
may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form:— 
Pxrorosat For Loan on Morteaces. 


Date...... 
Intreduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a terny certain, ar by 
annual or other payments) 7 ; ’ 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build- 
ngs, state the net annual income) : 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security, 

By order of the Board, 
fF, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 
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SPECIAL NOTIOCK “*.. 





THE LAW UNION 


COMPANY 


NOW GRANTS 
WHOLE WORLD AND UNCONDITIONAL LIFE POLICIES 
AT A SLIGHTLY INCREASED PREMIUM. 





This description of Policy is simply an undertaking to pay the Sum Assured on the happening 
of the event on which it is payable without any condition whatever except the payment of the 


Annual Premium. 


To Mortgagees the advantages of such a Policy cannot be over-estimated. 
Members of the Legal Profession are invited to inspect this Form of Policy. 


The conditions on ordinary Life Policies have been recently revised, giving the Assured ‘the 
benefit of all advantages (especially as to travelling) offered by the most liberal offices. 





LOANS GRANTED ON LIFE INTERESTS AND REVERSIONS WiTH LIFE ASSURANCES. 
Forms of Proposal and Prospectuses, &c., may be had on application to 


126, Chancery-lane. 


FRANK McGEDY, 
Actuary and Secretary, 





| aaa REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, 10, LANCASTER-PLACE, STRAND. 
Established 1835. Capital £500,000. 
This Society purchases reversionary property, life interests, and life 
policies of assurance, and grants loans on these securities. 
Forms of proposal may be obtained at the office, 
F. 8. CLAYTON, 


Joint 
C. H. CLAYTON, 


Secretaries. 


ELICAN LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY, 
ESTABLISHED IN 1797. 
70, Lombard-street, City, and 57, Charing-cross, Westminster. 
DIRECTORS, 


Kirkman D. Hodgson, Esq., M.P. 
Octavius E, Coope, Esq. Henry Lancelot Holland, Esq. 
John Coope Davis, Esq. Sir John Lubbock, Bart. 

Henry Farquhar, Esq. | John Stewart Oxley, Esq. 





Henry R. Brand, Esq. 


Chas. Emanuel Goodhart, Esq. Benjamin Shaw, Esq. 
Jas, A, Gordon, M.D., F.R.S. M. Wyvill, jun., Esq., M.P. 


This Company offers 
COMPLETE SECURITY. 
Moperate Rates of Premium with Participation in Four-fifths or 
Eighty per Cent. of the Profits. 
Rates without Participation in Profits. 
LOANS 


in connection with Life Assurance, on approved Security, in sums of not 
less than £500. 


ANNUAL PREMIUM 
Required for the Assurance of £100, for the whole term of life :— 


With 
Profits. 


Without 


Age. | Profits, 


Without With 
Age. | Profits, | Profits. | 





15 £1 Er 
20 1131 11 1 
30 2 | 21 


5 0 
9 3 50 
04 60 





40 | £21810 | & 
| 





ROBERT TUCKER, Secretary and Actuary. 





UNIVERSITY OF LONDON. 


Pax REGULATIONS relating to the EXAMINA- 
TION of WOMEN for Certificates of General and of Special Profi- 
ciency, under the provisions of the Supplemental Charter, having been 
framed by the Senate, and approved by Her Majesty’s Government, may 
mow de obtained on application to the Registrar of the University. 
WILLIAM B, CARPENTER, M.D., Registrar. 
Temporary Offices of the University, 17, Savile-row, W. 





Tae AGRA BANK (LIMITED, 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 


HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDOX, 


BANKERS, 
Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND, 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agn, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 
Current Accouwrs are kept at the Head Office on the terms cu” 


tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 


Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
Até ditto ditto 6 ditto 
At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto 


Excertionat Rares for longer periods than twelve months, particuls : 


of which may be obtained on application. 


Brtxs issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of et oa free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or seit 
or collection. 


Sates anp PorcwaséEs effected in British and foreign securities, it 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaker, 


Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 


Every other description of banking business and money agent) 
British and Indian, transacted. 
J, THOMSON, Chairman, 


— 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 


ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals por 
sessing such valuable properties renders itin appearance and wear equi 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern, Thread, Kings 
£84 £58. d. £50 
Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Qand! 18 0 
Dessert ditto ..eecesceeee 1 0 Oandl 10 ¥ 
Table Spoons .ecccesesese 110 Oand!l 18 0 
Dessert ditto se.scccsssee 1 0 Oand! 10 0 
Jea Spoons .oceseseseceee O12 OandO ls 0 2 ; 
Every Article forthe Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon i 
wardedon rece of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 


— 


f {°° SOLICITORS.—The County Courts Amend- 

ment Act, 1867 ;Equitable Jurisdiction Act, 1865; Bankruptcy 
Act, 1861. ‘The authorised forms published by Joun SmiTH Eh.) 
County Court Printers, 52, Long-acre, London, W.C. The Conso! 
Rules, County Courts Amendment and other Acts, Scale of Cost — 
Tables of Fees, Common Law and Equity, flexible binding, price 63. © 
post free 6s. 4d.—Lists of forms sent free on application, 





ooosoFf 





INSURANCE 


so mM PVM EOS RESEPEPESEREEE SE. 





